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THIS  CIRCULAR  WAS  ADDRESSED  IN  1846. 


Dear  Sir  : 

With  this  Circular  you  will  receive  a  copy  of  the  “  Let¬ 
ters  of  Junius,”  which  were  written  in  order  to  expose  to  the  people 
some  of  the  frauds  practised  upon  them  by  officers  in  power.  It  ex¬ 
hibits  to  the  community  the  order  of  things  reversed  :  that,  instead  of 
passing  laws  to  'protect  the  masses  of  our  citizens,  they  are  enacted  to 
oppress  them,  and  er.rich  a  few  public  officers — such  as  Sheriffs,  Co¬ 
roners,  Prothonotaries,  Judges,  Clerks  of  the  Courts,  and  fawning 
sycophants  who  live  and  fatten  and  grow  rich  on  Judicial  patronage. 
It  is  to  call  vour  attention  to  this  monstrous  wrong  that  I  have  written 
these  Letters,  over  the  signature  of  “  Junius,”  hoping  that  my  name. 
would  not  appear  in  the  proceedings  ;  but  the  public  have  willed  other¬ 
wise,  and  I  submit.  I  ask  your  careful  perusal  and  deliberation,  and 
then  hand  it  to  your  friends  with  the  same  request.  The  story  of  your 
oppression  is  not  half  told  in  this  volume.  In  most  cases  the  Laws 
that  the  Legislature  for  the  last  fifteen  years  have  enacted,  were  pro¬ 
fessedly  for  the  dear  people  ;  whereas,  in  truth,  they  were  to  serve 
some  particular  friend,  corporation,  or  project.  And  can  I  not  arouse 
you  to  a  sense  of  this  wrong  1 

1st.  The  law  regulating  the  Fees  of  Public  Officers  is  oppressive 
upon  the  people — unjust  and  unequal.  It  enables  the  incumbent,  by 
fraud  and  extortion,  to  amass  large  fortunes  in  the  short  space  of  three 
years. 

2d.  The  statutes  regulating  the  organization  of  Courts  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  Justice,  were  professedly  to  bring  “  Justice  to  every 
man’s  door,”  while,  in  truth,  they  visit  a  Tax  upon  the  people  of  the 
City  and  County  of  Philadelphia  of  860,000  annually,  independent  of 
the  costs  and  fees  paid  by  the  suitors,  who  pay  all  the  legal  fees,  and 
much  more.  This  is  visited  upon  each  one  of  us,  whether  engaged  in 
law  or  not — we  have  the  Taxes  to  pay,  and  are  therefore  interested. 

3d.  The  Law  giving  the  power  to  the  Judges  of  our  Courts  to 
grant  Tavern  Licenses,  to  appoint  Auditors,  Examiners,  “Appraisers 
of  Mercantile  Taxes,”  and  Estates  assigned  for  the  benefit  of  credi¬ 
tors  ;  Masters  in  Chancery,  Auditors  of  accounts  of  the  County 
Officers,  Executors,  Administrators,  Guardians,  and  of  funds  paid  into 
Court  under  execution  or  other  process;  Prison  Inspectors,  Road 
Viewers,  Tipstaves,  Constables,  &c.,  has  been  prostituted  to  the  most 
mercenary  and  base  purposes.  It  has  been  made  the  means  by  which 
the  families  of  the  Court  have  enriched  themselves,  while  Widows, 
Orphans,  and  Creditors  have  been  beggared  and  plundered  of  their 
rights.  This  is  an  evil  of  enormous  magnitude,  and  the  person  who 
stands  up  in  the  advocacy  for  its  repeal  runs  great  risk.  All  the 
power  and  influence  that  this  corrupt  horde  can  command,  is  levelled 
at  him — every  barking  whiffet  is  at  his  heels  to  stifle  the  clamour  of 
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the  people.  Read  “  Junius,”  and  the  Report  of  the  Investigating 
Committee,  who  have  suppressed  the  most  material  testimony,  viz. : 
F.  E.  Brewster,  Esq.’s,  and  the  fact  is  established  beyond  cavil. 
The  auditing  system  is  modified,  but  the  evil  is  the  same. 

4th.  The  law  visiting  upon  our  Domestic  Industry  a  Tax  for  the 
privilege  of  vending  our  own  manufactures,  independent  of  the  manner 
of  its  administration,  is  a  public  curse,  and  should  be  repealed  at  once. 
Why  this  apathy  among  our  “  Shopkeepers'?”  Why  tolerate  this  bur¬ 
den  fixed  upon  you  by  the  Landed  Aristocracy  of  our  city?  Why 
not  elect  Representatives  in  the  State  and  National  Legislatures  to 
represent  the  Industrial  Interests  of  this  great  and  growing  City  and 
County  l  Why  submit  to  the  illegal  exaction  of  37i  cents  (now  50) 
as  an  Appraiser’s  fee  on  every  certificate  of  license,  when  the  law 
should  impose  no  such  burden 1  Why  cling  to  your  Party  Politics 
at  the  sacrifice  of  your  interests  and  the  country? 

5th.  The  Law  authorizing  the  Attorney-General  to  sue  out  forfeited 
recognizances  in  the  Criminal  Court  has  proved  upon  trial  to  be  a 
public  burden,  and  should  be  repealed,  by  which  thousands  of  dollars 
will  be  saved  to  the  County- 

These  are  some  of  the  many  Laws  that  oppress  the  people.  We 
are  asked  the  remedy. 

1.  Elect  members  to  the  Legislature  pledged  to  repeal  these  and  all 
such  laws  as  in  their  operation  plunder  the  many  and  enrich  the  few. 

2.  Make  all  Public  Officers  salaried  officers,  and  require  the  fees  to 
to  be  received  (being  fixed  at  a  gross  sum)  for  the  use  of  the  County, 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  Courts  and  offices. 

3.  Pass  such  laws  as  will  constrain  the  suitors  to  pay  their  own  ex¬ 
penses,  instead  of  having  the  mass  of  community  taxed  850,000  annu¬ 
ally  for  that  purpose. 

4.  Limit  the  number  and  salary  of  the  Judges  of  our  Court  of 
Common  Pleas  to  the  same  as  in  other  counties.  The  Associate 
Judges  in  the  counties  get  8120,  while  ours  get  82,600 — Equality  ! ! 

Enact  such  laws  as  will  secure  to  the  people  the  selection  of  all 
officers  now  appointed  by  these  Judges,  as  well  as  the  Attorney-Gene¬ 
ral  for  each  county.  This  has  been  done  as  to  the  district  attorney. 
By  these  reforms  §100,000  a  year  will  be  saved  to  the  Tax-payer,  in 
cash,  besides  the  incalculable  advancement  in  the  morals  of  community. 

To  do  this,  action,  action,  on  the  part  of  the  people,  is  required. 
Every  man  must  consult  his  neighbour  and  friend  on  the  “  State  of 
the  Union.”  We  shall  labour  in  these  reforms  until  accomplished, 
and  with  your  aid  will  be  this  season. 

WM.  R.  DICKERSON, 

117  South  Sixth  Street. 


District  Attorney. 
illiam  R.  Dickerson. 


District  Attorney . 
illiam  R.  Dickerson. 


District  Attorney . 
illiam  R.  Dickerson. 


* 


CORRUPTIONS 


IN 

T  II  E  STATE  HOUSE  ROW. 


No.  I. 

THE  EFFECT  OF  POLITICAL  JUDGES - LABOUR  AND  QUALIFICATIONS  OF  THE 

COMMON  PLEAS  JUDGES - THE  FAMILY  OF  THE  COURT  PROVIDED  FOR - 

PLUNDER  OF  THE  CITIZENS. 

Scarcely  a  day  passes  that  we  do  not  hear  complaints  made  by  the 
people  against  those  connected  with  the  administration  of  the  law,  from 
the  Judge  who  presides  upon  the  Bench,  to  the  lowest  minion  of  the 
Court.  We  are  of  those  who  believe  such  complaints  are  well  founded 
in  fact ;  and  in  order  that  the  public  may  understand  the  matter,  with 
your  permission  we  propose  to  furnish  facts  for  your  paper,  show¬ 
ing  up  these  abuses,  in  order  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Legislature  to 
their  enormity,  and  to  remedy  the  same.  We  are  not  the  advocates 
of  any  individual,  nor  will  we  hold  those  guiltless  who,  by  their  folly, 
have  brought  censure  upon  themselves.  Laws  are  made  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  citizen  in  the  exercise  of  his  rights.  The  rights  of  one  never 
come  in  collision  with  the  rights  of  another.  In  order  to  enforce  the 
laws  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  have  judicial,  ministerial,  and  executive 
officers  appointed  or  elected,  and  a  place  designated  for  the  exercise  of 
their  respective  functions,  at  the  expense  of  the  citizen,  because  it  is 
supposed  to  be  for  his  benefit.  This  has  all  been  done  under  the  theory 
of  our  government,  and,  if  faithfully  practised,  will  give  universal  satis¬ 
faction.  The  people  complain  that  the  Judges  of  our  Courts  of  Common 
Pleas  are  not  selected  for  their  legal  learning,  probity,  moral  worth,  and 
qualifications  for  the  stations,  but  as  a  reward  for  some  servile  work  by 
them  performed  for  the  party  in  power,  or  with  a  view  to  add  additional 
strength  thereto  by  increasing  the  sphere  of  operation  to  the  demagogue 
whom  the  executive  has  placed  upon  the  bench.  These  complaints 
are  coming  up  from  every  corner  of  the  county  and  State.  All — all 
unite  and  deprecate  the  evil  as  a  public  curse.  How  few  men  have  we 
on  the  Bench  of  the  inferior  Courts  who  are  capable  of  making  a  de¬ 
cent  living  at  the  Bar  in  the  honest  discharge  of  their  professional 
duty.  Have  we  any  on  the  Common  Pleas  Bench  in  this  county? 
What  good  lawyer  of  respectable  standing  at  this  Bar  will  accept  a 
Judgeship  on  the  Common  Pleas  Bench,  even  though  the  salary  is 
almost  double  that  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  ?  The  time  was 
when  the  position  was  looked  upon  as  honourable  indeed — but  it  has 
lost  its  high  character — it  has  lost  its  moral  influence  in  our  community. 
The  opinions  of  some  of  the  Judges  are  scoffed  at  by  the  Bar,  because 
there  is  a  loss  of  confidence  in  the  integrity  and  purity  of  the  source 
from  which  they  emanate.  We  have  four  Judges  on  the  Common  Pleas 
Bench,  at  a  salary  of  two  thousand  and  six  hundred  dollars  each, 
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amounting  to  $10,400,  which  will  pay  every  dollar  in  controversy 
arising  from  appeals  from  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  Aldermen.  Their 
jurisdiction  is  limited  to  $100.  They  hold  Orphans’  Court  two  days  in 
each  month — two  Judges  constituting  a  quorum.  The  duties  performed 
by  these  Judges,  upon  inquiry,  we  find  to  be  as  follows:  One  Judge 
holds  the  Criminal  Sessions  (except  in  homicide  cases)  six  terms  a  year, 
usually  about  two  weeks  to  a  term,  making  twelve  weeks.  Another 
Judge  holds  the  Common  Pleas  for  Jury  trials,  three  terms,  divided 
into  two  periods  each,  constituting  two  weeks,  making  for  him  twelve 
weeks.  During  the  performance  of  their  labours,  the  other  two'Judges 
are  usually  idle  and  unemployed,  except  occasionally  hearing  a  writ 
of  habeas  corpus,  or  holding  a  Court  in  Banc  for  argument,  which 
usually  occupies  about  one  month  to  each  term,  making  twelve  weeks. 
This  Court  so  organized  has  a  horde  of  dependants,  who  live  upon 
the  “  pickings,”  as  they  are  termed. 

We  have  a  law  in  Pennsylvania  that  authorizes  assignments  of  pro¬ 
perty  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  upon  which  the  Court  appoints 
appraisers,  usually  the  brothers  or  brothers-in-law,  cousin  or  other 
relative,  who  charge  as  a  fee  for  such  service,  from  one  hundred  to 
one  thousand  dollars,  according  to  the  amount  of  the  estate,  not  the 
amount  and  value  of  the  services  rendered.  This  is  the  first  slice  of 
the  family.  Then  comes  the  lawyer’s  fee,  generally  all  they  can  get. 
Then  the  assignee’s  commissions,  from  five  per  cent,  upwards.  The 
accounts  of  the  assignee  being  filed,  then  comes  another  family  slice  ; 
another  brother  of  the  same  or  another  Judge  is  appointed  auditor,  who 
takes  from  fifty  to  five  hundred  dollars,  simply  to  restate  the  account, 
and  say  “it’s  all  right.”  If  the  creditors  or  assignor  is  dissatisfied,  it 
is  of  no  consequence.  The  Bar  are  so  politic  as  not  to  desire  to  oppose 
the  fees  of  the  Judge’s  brother,  the  consequence  being  the  hostility  of 
the  Court,  and  a  system  of  impudent  browbeating,  or  a  listless  indiffe¬ 
rence  manifested  by  the  Court  to  the  lawyer  who  has  the  nerve  to  oppose 
this  corruption,  in  every  instance  in  which  he  may  address  the  Court. 
(OCP  In  consequence  of  our  exposition,  the  Legislature  was  constrained 
to  veto  this  abuse,  and,  by  act  of  Assembly,  session  49,  page  682, 
the  power  to  appoint  their  families  is  taken  away,  but  the  tools  and 
lickspittles  are  substituted,  which  fails  to  produce  any  good  effect.) 

We  are  credibly  informed  that  thousands  and  thousands  of  dollars  are 
taken  off  the  people  annually  in  this  way  by  the  families  of  the  Judges. 
We  have  submitted  to  us  an  account  taken  from  the  records  of  the 
Common  Pleas,  exhibiting  the  expenses  of  auditing  forty  estates  to  be 
the  neat  little  sum  of  $16,627.  This  does  not  include  the  Attorney’s 
fees  and  Assignee’s  commissions,  but  simply  the  amount  which  went 
into  the  hands  of  the  family  and  friends  of  the  Court.  If  this  is  doubted, 
we  have  the  evidence  in  our  possession  to  prove  it.  In  examining  sixty- 
three  other  estates  settled  in  that  Court,  we  find  a  corresponding  ex¬ 
pense,  though  we  did  not  foot  it  up.  In  looking  into  the  Orphans’ 
Court  office,  we  find  the  brother  of  one  of  the  Judges  had  been  ap¬ 
pointed  fifty  times,  and  a  brother-in-law  fifty-four  times  between  Nov. 
16,  1845,  and  Aug.  20,  1847,  and  if  the  charges  in  this  Court  be  esti¬ 
mated  at  the  same  rate  as  in  the  Common  Pleas  for  similar  services, 
then  will  we  have  the  neat  little  sum  of  about  $30,000  going  to  the 
family  of  the  Court  in  less  than  two  years.  We  do  not  say  that  the 
charges  are  the  same,  but  we  do  say  that  the  number  of  appointments 
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are  correct,  and,  if  the  public  will  investigate  it,  we  think  they  will 
find  them  substantially  the  same.  Will  some  one  conversant  with  the 
affairs  of  the  Court  inform  us  how  the  Judges  and  their  brothers  and 
relatives  all  get  so  rich  on  a  salary  of  $2,600  per  annum  1  Stated  from 
under!  We  shall  resume  this  subject  in  our  next. 


No.  II. 

POLICY  OF  STATE - INSTABILITY  OF  LEGISLATION — ATTACK  UPON  THE  COUNTY 

TREASURY - ABUSES  IN  THE  CRIMINAL  COURT,  ETC. 

In  the  early  history  of  our  Commonwealth,  laws  were  enacted  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  under  the  democratic  policy  of  “  doing  the  greatest 
good  to  the  greatest  number;”  but  the  system  is  now  changed ;  the  policy 
of  state  is  changed  ;  the  Legislature  is  now  composed  of  men,  generally 
speaking,  who  go  to  Harrisburg  to  serve  some  particular  friends,  or  to 
obtain  some  special  object  of  pecuniary  interest  to  themselves.  There 
is  no  longer  any  stability  in  legislation.  Laws  for  the  most  part  are 
special  in  their  tendency,  and  local  in  their  operation.  Every  man  can 
have  an  act  passed  to  carry  out  his  own  project.  Some  to  annul  trusts — 
others  to  destroy  titles — others  to  make  wills  valid  if  void  by  law;  others 
to  sell  real  estate;  others  to  relieve  debtors  from  their  obligations,  and 
others  to  discharge  offenders  for  trespasses  by  them  committed  ;  others 
to  nullify  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court.  In  a  word,  the  whole 
policy  of  our  Legislature  for  the  last  ten  years  has  been  to  legislate  the 
money  out  of  the  pockets  of  one  man  or  set  of  men,  into  the  pockets  of 
another.  And  under  this  policy,  an  act  of  the  Legislature  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  passed  the  22d  of  April,  1846,  pamphlet  laws,  page  477,  sections 
4,  5  and  6,  authorizes  and  directs  the  Attorney-General,  in  case  of  a 
forfeiture  of  a  recognizance  in  the  Courts  of  Oyer  and  Termirter  and 
General  Jail  Delivery  and  Quarter  Sessions  of  the  Peace  of  Philadel¬ 
phia,  which  shall  have  been  entered  into  before  either  of  the  Judges  of 
said  Court  or  Aldermen  of  the  city,  to  sue  the  same  out  forthwith,  and 
to  prosecute  the  same  to  judgment,  and  to  account  to  the  Treasurer  of 
the  County  for  the  same,  under  the  direction  of  the  Court,  who  are 
directed,  First,  to  appropriate  and  pay  the  cost  of  prosecution,  the  officer 
for  arresting,  and  the  Attorney-General  for  conducting  the  suit ;  Second, 
to  pay  such  damage  as  the  person  sustained  by  the  commission  of  the 
crime  by  the  defendant ;  and,  Third,  the  residue  to  pay  into  the  County 
Treasury.  This  law  would  seem  intended  to  effect  three  objects.  The 
first  to  secure  the  appearance  of  the  violator  of  the  law  to  answer ; 
second,  to  indemnify  the  citizen  against  injury  by  reason  of  such  crime ; 
and,  third,  to  create  a  revenue  to  the  county,  by  which  our  taxes  would 
be  diminished.  These  are  the  ostensible  objects ;  when  in  truth  and  in 
fact,  it  was  concocted  by  the  Deputy  Attorney-General  and  his  friends 
to  serve  his  personal  and  pecuniary  interest,  as  well  as  that  of  the  Clerk 
of  the  Court  aforesaid,  who  receive  the  same  fees  as  the  Prothonotaries 
of  the  several  Courts  of  Common  Pleas,  for  similar  services.  It  is  our 
purpose  to  expose  to  the  Legislature,  now  in  session,  the  operation  of 
this  law  upon  the  community,  and  ask  its  immediate  repeal.  We  some 
time  since  examined  the  dockets  of  the  Clerk  of  that  Court,  by  the  kind 
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permission  of  that  officer,  and  found,  that  some  two  hundred  suits  had 
been  instituted  within  the  first  year  after  the  passage  of  the  law,  that 
but  two  had  been  prosecuted  to  judgment,  and  no  execution  had  been 
issued  upon  either  of  these  at  the  time  of  our  investigation.  That  in 
ninety  of  the  suits,  the  Court  had  directed  the  county  to  pay  the  cost, 
amounting  to  one  thousand  dollars  and  upwards,  all  of  which  goes  into 
the  pockets  of  the  Attorney-General,  Clerk,  and  Sheriff.  In  sixty  the 
Court  respited  the  recognizance  upon  the  defendant's  paying  the  costs. 
In  thirty-eight  nothing  had  been  done  except  to  issue  the  writ.  And  two, 
all  told,  prosecuted  to  judgment.  For  this  service  the  Attorney-General 
would  be  entitled  to  $270,  being  83  in  each  suit,  from  the  county,  and 
in  the  suits  respited,  8180,  and  the  balance  would  go  to  the  Clerk  and 
Sheriff.  Thus  81000  is  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  tax-payer, 
under  the  special  order  of  the  Judge  who  presides  for  the  time  being, 
without  any  equivalent  being  rendered.  This  is  not  the  only  evil  con¬ 
nected  with  the  administration  of  this  law.  It  offers  an  inducement  to 
the  Deputy  Attorney-General  to  oppress  the  citizen  and  wrong  the 
county.  If  you  go  into  the  Criminal  Court,  you  will  find  parties  and  wit¬ 
nesses  there  by  hundreds  Waiting  to  be  called,  defendants  to  save  the 
forfeiture  of  their  recognizances,  as  well  as  witnesses  who  have  been 
recognized  to  appear  and  testify.  Each  witness  is  entitled  to  50  cents  per 
day,  if  subpoenaed  by  the  Commonwealth,  to  be  paid  out  of  the'County 
Treasury.  And  in  the  way  business  is  conducted  in  that  Court,  the  wit¬ 
nesses  alone,  we  would  suppose,  would  average  8100  per  day,  there  be¬ 
ing  certainly  200  witnesses  in  attendance.  The  time  of  these  witnesses 
is  of  great  value  to  the  community,  as  well  as  to  themselves,  if  persons 
of  families  or  limited  means,  as  they  generally  are.  The  time  of  the 
defendants  attending  day  after  day  to  answer,  is  of  incalculable  value. 
So  of  all  parties  interested  in  these  prosecutions.  And,  we  would  ask, 
why  is  it  thus?  The  problem  is  easily  solved.  The  Attorney-General, 
under  the  peculiar  organization  of  this  Court,  has  the  entire  control  of 
the  business  ;  and  can  bring  on  any  cause,  or  continue  any  man’s  cause 
to  suit  his  caprice  or  whim,  or  to  gratify  his  spleen;  and  the  Court  will 
never  interfere;  so  kind  is  the  relation  between  the  Judge  and  the  pro¬ 
secuting  officers,  who  are  ever  and  anon  whispering  across  the  bench — 
a  practice  among  honourable  men  to  be  deprecated. 

This  officer  being  clothed  with  such  power,  with  fees  depending  upon 
the  forfeiture  of  a  recognizance,  is  interested  to  require  all  to  attend,  and 
to  have  them  all  called  twice  or  thrice  a  dav,  in  order  to  forfeit  the 
recognizance  by  which  he  makes  a  fee  of  83  off  of  the  unfortunate  man 
who  happened  to  step  out  of  court,  and  to  be  out  wffien  his  case  uras 
called,  even  though  he  had  attended  every  day  for  a  month  in  a  petty 
assault  and  battery — or  if  he  is  unable  to  pay,  the  learned  Judge  may 
then  take  it  out  of  the  pocket  of  the  tax-payer,  to  reward  these  worthy 
officers  for  their  vigilance.  We  have  heard  it  said,  that  it  often  hap¬ 
pens,  that  the  man  who  withdraws  from  the  court-house  temporarily, 
has  his  case  instantly  called,  and  the  recognizance  forfeited.  ([Cr’The 
evils  here  spoken  of  and  niany  others  still  exist.  There  has  been 
very  little  if  any  money  paid  into  the  Treasury  arising  from  forfeited 
recognizances;  though  there  are  thousands  of  dollars  that  might  be 
recovered.  It  will  not  be  so,  if  I  am  elected,  I  promise  the  people. 
These  are  some  of  the  evils  I  propose  to  remedy  in  being  a  candidate.) 
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No.  III. 

THREATENED  PROSECUTION - EFFORTS  TO  SUPPRESS  TRUTH - SUFFERING  TAX¬ 
PAYER - CONSTABLES  DISPLACED,  TO  SUSTAIN  A  BODY  GUARD  FOR  THE  COURT 

- REFINEMENT  IN  MANNERS - POWER.  OF  GREAT  MEN - IMPROPRIETY  OF 

FOUR  JUDGES  AT  A  SALARY  OF  $2,600 - NEW  SYSTEM  RECOMMENDED. 

In  entering  upon  an  exposure  of  (he  corruptions  and  plunder  as  prac¬ 
tised  in  that  “  Row,”  we  are  not  unmindful  of  the  difficulties  we  shall 
be  constrained  to  encounter  in  the  pursuit  thereof.  We  shall  be  assailed 
by  all  the  penny  scribblers  and  hirelings  of  the  mercenary  presses  ere 
the  consummation.  We  shall  have  every  influence  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  publisher  of  our  Letters,  in  order  to  have  them  excluded  from 
his  columns.  We  shall  have  threats  of  libel,  and  'perchance  prosecu¬ 
tions  too ,  to  hush  the  voice,  and  silence  the  free  and  independent  press. 
We  shall  have  the  importunity  of  friends,  the  cold  shoulder  of  our  asso¬ 
ciates,  the  browbeating  of  those  in  power,  and  the  anathemas  and 
threats  of  our  enemies,  with  a  hope  to  intimidate,  coerce,  or  persuade 
us  from  our  purpose.  All  this  we  anticipate:  but  it  will  be  in  vain; 
for,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned,  our  determination  is  fixed,  and  we 
mean,  with  the  blessing  of  God,  to  give  to  this  community  facts  which 
will  startle  the  most  confiding. 

We  have  not  entered  upon  this  exposition  as  a  crusade  against  men, 
nor  any  one  man.  We  are  writing  not  against  men,  as  men — but 
against  the  practices  of  public  officers,  many  of  whom  are  our  personal 
friends,  and  for  whom  we  entertain  the  kindest  feelings.  We  can  say 
this  of  all  and  every  one  connected  with  the  “Row.”  We  “set  not 
aught  down  in  malice,”  nor  do  we  believe  there  are  any  among  them, 
who  would  injure  us  personally.  We  desire  not  to  do  injustice  to  any 
one,  but  to  record  the  simple  facts  as  they  are.  We  are  told  by  a 
friend  who  sits  by,  “  the  greater  the  truth,  the  greater  the  libel,”  and 
therefore  we  must  suppress  the  facts.  This  we  cannot  consent  to,  and 
if  that  maxim  be  correct,  we  call  upon  the  Legislature  to  change  the 
Law  of  Libel  for  our  protection,  or  we  become  a  sacrifice  offered  for 
the  people.  Will  you  have  a  citizen  sacrificed  and  incarcerated  within 
the  walls  of  a  gloomy  prison,  for  having  locked  the  doors  of  your 
dwellings  against  the  midnight  assassin  1  Will  you  have  him  punished 
for  arresting  the  progress  of  the  violators  of  the  law,  and  staying  the 
hand  that  is  about  to  seize  your  treasure  I  Will  you  have  him  exor¬ 
cised  as  a  malignant  spirit  for  having  discovered  to  you  the  secret  evil 
that  is  preying  like  a  mighty  incubus  upon  the  vitals  of  the  Republic 7 
If  so,  then  we  offer  ourself  up  as  a  willing  sacrifice  upon  the  altar  of 
our  country  to  appease  the  vengeance  of  her  oppressors.  In  our  letter 
No.  2,  we  gave  an  expose  of  some  of  the  practices  of  our  Criminal 
Court,  which  has  caused  some  considerable  writhing  in  the  conscience 
of  one  of  the  public  functionaries,  who  took  the  pains  to  pass  us  by, 
and  send  a  “  tipstave”  to  the  editors  of  the  “  Rough  and  Ready  True 
Sun,”  to  know  “  who  is  the  author  of  ‘  Junius’s  Letters.’  ”  He  did  not 
stop  there,  but  imperiously  demanded  the  manuscript.  To  him  we 
will  say  our  name  is  “  Junius,”  and  we  can  be  found  at  the  end  of  his 
table,  in  the  Criminal  Court,  or  at  any  other  place  or  time  he  may  re¬ 
quire.  And  if  he  desires  more,  we  will  go  with  him  into  the  office  of 
the  Clerk  of  that  Court,  and  prove  to  his  entire  satisfactian  all  that  we 
say.  We  would  advise  all  hands  to  keep  cool,  for  we  are  not  to  be 
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intimidated  by  threats  from  those  who,  “  clothed  in  a  little  brief 
authority,  play  such  fantastic  tricks  before  high  heaven,  as  make  the 
angels  weep.”  And  if  he  has  anything  to  say  against  us,  we  desire  he 
will  not  do  it  by  proxy,  but  meet  us  face  to  face  upon  the  same  footing, 
and  we  will  show  him  “the  handwriting  on  the  wall.”  We  are  com¬ 
plaining  of  the  enormity  of  the  plunder  along  the  Row — and  we  will 
now  return  to  that  Court.  It  has  now  some  dozen  tipstaves,  at  two 
dollars  per  day,  besides  the  extras,  such  as  illegal  fees  taken  for  serv¬ 
ing  subpoenas  and  attachments,  hush-money,  &c.  &c.  The  “  extras” 
are  no  burden  to  the  public.  The  individual  paying  it  suffers  to  the 
extent  of  the  levy  made  upon  him.  But  the  tax-payer  suffers  for  the 
$24  per  day  paid  to  them  for  waiting  upon  the  Judge  and  Attorney- 
General.  These  tipstaves  are  appointed  by  the  Court,  to  take  the 
place  of  Constables  elected  by  the  people.  The  latter  are  supposed  to 
be  honest  and  pure,  and  the  former  are  supposed  to  lick  the  hands  that 
feed  them.  They  hold  their  position  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Court — 
hence  they  become  a  “body  guard”  to  the  Judge,  which  gives  him  an 
unnecessary  power  and  influence,  always  dangerous  in  the  hands  of 
such  men.  It  makes  tyrants  of  them.  (OCJ^This  has  been  partially 
changed  bylaw;  but  the  Judges  still  maintain  their  “  body  guard,” 
and  appoint  Constables  too.  Away  with  these  tipstaves  and  body7 
guard,  and  save  the  money  for  the  public.) 

There  can  be  no  honest  and  efficient  police  in  our  government 
which  is  not  actually  responsible  to  the  people,  and  it  is  well  to  change 
them  frequently,  lest  they  become  steeped  in  the  slough  surrounding  the 
temple  of  Justice.  The  history  of  this  city  teaches  us  that  the  one 
man  power  is  dangerous,  and  becomes  corrupted  :  while  the  people  in 
their  majesty  control  their  public  servants,  they  continue  pure,  and 
serve  the  purpose  for  which  they  are  designed.  Then  why  not  re¬ 
move  those  “  tipstaves,”  and  give  place  to  Constables  elected  by  the 
people?  Because,  forsooth,  the  Judges  and  Attorney-General  would 
have  no  mean  influence  over  them.  They  would  know  of  no  duty  but 
such  as  the  laws  imposed — nor  could  they  be  used  to  further  the  interest 
of  the  Judges  or  their  political  friends.  We  have  sat  in  that  Court,  and 
heard  the  learned  Judge  cry  out,  at  the  top  of  his  voice,  “  John,  John,” 
with  the  beck  and  nod,  “  come  here,  come  here” — “  Go  down  to  the 
bank  and  get  me  some  change,”  (simultaneously  giving  the  servant  a 
note.)  The  air  of  hauteur  was  assumed  for  dignity. 

Why  keep  200  witnesses  dancing  attendance  at  the  tune  of  $100 
per  day  to  the  tax-payer?  Why  require  the  attendance,  day  after 
day,  of  all  the  parties,  prosecutors,  and  defendants,  bound  over  to  the 
term,  but  to  give  eclat,  and  pomp,  and  power,  to  the  great  “  Mogul” 
who  controls  the  business  of  that  Court  in  such  a  manner  as  to  sacrifice 
much  valuable  time,  and  the  comforts  of  the  parties  attending  ? 

Why  not  arrange  the  business  of  that  Court  so  that  a  certain  num¬ 
ber  of  cases  could  be  fixed  for  each  day,  and  require  the  punctual 
attendance  of  the  parties  and  witnesses  interested  therein? 

Why  not  publish  a  “  calendar”  of  cases  (by  rule  of  court)  to  be 
taken  up  in  their  order  and  disposed  of,  unless  some  legal  ground  is 
shown  to  the  contrary  ?  Why  not  adopt  some  rule  or  plan  by  which 
the  witnesses  could  have  their  costs  taxed,  and  paid  to  them  directly, 
instead  of  passing  through  the  hands  of  the  officers  of  the  Court?  Wre 
hear  complaints  daily  that  the  witnesses  get  no  pay — the  aldermen 
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get  no  pay — the  constables  get  no  pay — and  yet  we  see  by  the 
“County  Statement”  that  thousands  arid  tens  of  thousands  of  dollars 
are  appropriated  to  that  purpose  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  county, 
annually.  We  would  ask  of  the  knowing  ones,  who  gets  and  keeps  all 
this  money?  Wre  would  advocate  a  new  system.  We  would  suggest 
that  each  of  the  incorporated  districts  of  this  county  bear  the  expenses 
of  prosecuting  their  own  offenders — and  give  a  part  of  the  salary  that 
is  now  received  by  three  of  our  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas, 
to  the  Mayors  or  Recorders  of  the  several  districts,  who  shall  be 
elected  for  that  purpose,  and  we  would  have  justice  administered 
without  delay,  and  a  great  saving  to  the  people.  Nay,  more:  we 
would  create  an  interest  in  the  inhabitants  of  each  district  to  foster  a 
high  tone  of  morals,  and  (by  example)  to  impress  upon  the  rising 
generation  a  deep  and  abiding  veneration  for  the  laws,  and  a  respect 
for  the  rights  of  others. 

We  maybe  asked,  can  you  dispense  with  the  services  of  threel 
We  would  prefer  the  President,  who  is  learned  in  the  law,  and  two 
Associates  at  a  salary  of  $120  each,  who  would  make  no  pretension  to 
legal  learning,  to  the  whole  four  now  upon  the  bench  ;  and  we 
would  then  have  a  sufficient  Court  to  dispose  of  the  business,  and  in 
that  case  we  should  have  no  conflicting  opinions.  As  the  Court  is 
constituted,  we  frequently  hear  that  the  Judges  can’t  agree — two 
against  two,  and  no  decision.  That,  we  understand,  is  the  case  in  a 
matter  now  before  the  Court,  in  which  a  party  was  convicted  of  mur¬ 
der;  a  motion  was  made  for  a  new  trial,  and  the  Court  is  divided  in 
opinion,  in  consequence  of  which  the  poor  man  is  lingering  out  a 
miserable  existence  in  the  county  prison.  He  is  weighed  down  with 
that  awful  suspense  which  is  the  worst  of  tortures — and  there  he  is 
likely  to  remain. 

We  can  conceive  no  good  reason  why  three  Associate  Judges,  such 
as  we  have  on  the  Common  Pleas  bench,  should  receive  $2600  each,  in 
this  city,  while  those  throughout  the  State  receive  but  $120  each. 
We  propose  that  a  law  be  passed  authorizing  the  people  of  each  dis¬ 
trict  to  elect  a  Recorder,  whose  salary  shall  be  $1000,  who  shall  have 
power  to  try  all  crimes,  <fec.,  committed  in  his  district — take  from  our 
Common  Pleas  the  criminal  jurisdiction,  and  let  the  homicide  cases 
be  tried  at  Nisi.  Prius,  before  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Let  the 
Aldermen  act  as  associates  to  the  Recorder  of  each  district,  and  the 
Mayor  of  the  city  and  Aldermen  hold  the  Mayor’s  Court,  and  let  the 
Solicitors  of  the  respective  districts  prosecute  for  the  Commonwealth. 
This  would  relieve  the  citizens  from  a  great  burden,  viz.: — The  Cri¬ 
minal  Court.  More  anon. 

(DCTWe  maintain  these  opinions  yet — and  all  we  can  do  if  elected 
will  be  done  to  carry  them  out  in  practice.) 


No.  IV. 

THE  AUDITING  SYSTEM - PL  UN  DEE  OF  MINORS,  ORPHANS,  AND  CREDITORS - 

ENORMOUS  FEES  FOR  LAWYERS - ACCOUNTABILITY  OF  JUDGES. 

We  have  hitherto  stated  that  the  expenses  of  auditing  forty  estates, 
amounted  to  the  neat  little  sum  of  $16,627,  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of 
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the  people:  creditors,  heirs,  legatees,  widows,  and  orphans,  all  suffer  in 
their  turn.  We  now  furnish  “the  Documents”  by  reference.  If  you 
will  take  the  pains  to  examine  the  papers  in  the  Estate  of  “  De  Brot,” 
filed  February  28,  1838,  you  will  find  the  estate  amounts  to  $21,283, 
for  appraising  which  a  fee  of  $1,100  is  charged.  In  the  Estate  of  J. 
B.  &  C.  W.  Dyott,  filed  September  19,  1840,  Auditor’s  fee  $300,  Ap¬ 
praiser’s  fee  $300,  is  charged.  In  the  Estate  of  E.  Harlan,  filed  June 
3, 1837,  amounting  to  $15,678,  the  Auditors  and  Appraisers  take  $1,045. 
In  the  Estate  of  Peter  Hill,  filed  February  16, 1838,  amounting  to  $41 15, 
Auditor’s  fees  (the  whole  family  of  the  Court)  $300.  In  the  Estate  of 
J.  C.  Jenkins,  filed  Nov.  3,  1836,  amounting  to  $2,353,  Auditor’s  fees, 
&c.,  (whole  family  again,)  $368.  In  the  Estate  of  M.  &  L.  Krumb- 
haar,  filed  May  8,  1839,  the  neat  little  fee  of  $2,555,  of  which  the  fa¬ 
mily  gets  a  “  good  snack.”  In  the  Estate  of  M.  C.  Ralston,  filed  March 
8,  1841,  auditing,  &c.,  $691.  In  the  Estate  of  John  Savage,  filed 
February  12,  1842,  the  neht  little  sum  of  $1,952,  most  of  which  goes 
to  the  family,  and  is  exclusive  of  executors’  commissions  and  other 
charges. 

These  are  only  some  of  the  estates  and  charges  made  against  cre¬ 
ditors  and  orphan  children.  In  examining  the  number  of  appointments 
in  the  Common  Pleas,  out  of  948  which  were  examined,  the  brother  of 
one  of  the  Judges  is  appointed  572  times,  leaving  376  to  be  distributed 
among  the  bar  and  community  in  general.  This  is  what  we  call  pro¬ 
viding  for  one’s  household.  But  this  is  but  a  priming  to  the  practice 
now  adopted.  We  have  a  system  of  judicial  favouritism  now  prac¬ 
tised,  unheard  of  before.  We  have  known  instances  in  which  respec¬ 
table  gentlemen  of  the  bar  have  been  agreed  upon  by  all  parties  in 
interest  as  auditor,  and  the  Court  have  refused  to  appoint  him,  and 
with  a  hardihood  unparalleled  have  stricken  his  name  out,  and  inserted 
the  name  of  a  near  relation  to  one  of  the  Judges,  and  that  too  by  his 
own  hand. 

We  have  heard  from  the  very  best  authority  that  within  the  last  two 
years,  certain  members  of  the  family  of  the  Judges  have  been  brought 
from  distant  counties  of  the  State  to  live  and  fatten  upon  the  judicial 
patronage  of  our  Courts,  and  in  such  pursuit,  have  been  known  to 
charge  the  neat  little  fee  of  $100  for  taking  a  deposition  covering 
ten  pages  of  foolscap  paper;  and  the  lawyers  concerned  in  the  case 
submitted  to  the  same  without  objection ;  yet,  at  the  same  time,  came 
and  complained  to  us,  and  asked  us  to  expose  it,  but  had  not  the  moral 
courage  to  do  it  themselves.  This  auditing  system  is  a  public  curse. 
There  needs  some  judicious  legislation  upon  the  subject.  The  fees 
should  not  exceed  one  dollar  an  hour  for  the  time  actually  employed, 
and  much  less  would  pay  competent  men.  The  Auditors  should  be 
required  to  sit  five  hours  in  each  day,  if  needs  be,  and  their  appoint¬ 
ment  should  be  made  by  the  parties  interested,  and  not  by  the  Court. 

The  whole  system  as  at  present  adopted  is  fraught  with  corruption. 
No  one  knows  how  this  money  is  distributed.  The  friends  and  family 
of  the  court  are  bound  by  secret  obligations  unknown  to  the  mass  of 
mankind  who  are  interested  therein.  The  evil  is  a  crying  and  grow¬ 
ing  one,  and  imperiously  calls  for  the  interposition  of  the  Legislature 
to  give  it  its  quietus.  This  could  be  done  by  electing  two  competent 
persons  learned  in  the  law,  of  twenty  years’  standing,  as  Auditors,  at 
a  salary  of  $2000  each,  whose  duty  it  should  be  to  audit  all  estates,  in 
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the  Orphans’  Court  and  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  as  well  as  the  ac¬ 
counts  of  the  public  officers.  These  auditors  would  be  accountable  to 
the  people  and  to  the  Commonwealth:  as  they  now  are,  the  Judge  is 
the  intermediate  party,  to  whom  they  are  accountable.  It  is  mockery 
to  talk  of  accountability  of  the  father  or  brother  of  a  Judge  to  the 
Judge  himself.  They  must  all  live,  and  that  magnificently  too — no 
odds  where  the  money  comes  from,  nor,  how  obtained.  Such  is  the 
aping  aristocracy  of  judicial  officers. 

(OCPThe  power  to  appoint  their  families  is  taken  away,  Sect.  1G, 
pamphlet  laws  of  1849,  page  G82,  but  political  tools  and  fawning 
sycophants  are  substituted.  The  evil  is  not  remedied,  nor  will  it  be 
until  our  suggestion  is  adopted.) 


No.  V. 

“  TEMPEST  IN  A  TEAPOT” - DUTY  OF  JUDGES - WISDOM  OF  THE  BENCH - 

MANNERS  AND  MORALS  OF  "HE  COURT - SALARY,  ETC. 

We  came  over  to  your  city  yesterday,  and  inpassingthe  usual  saluta¬ 
tions  of  the  day  with  our  friends,  we  found  we  had  created  a  great  fuss 
among  the  public  functionaries  about  “  the  Row,”  in  consequence  of 
some  stubborn  facts  we  had  given  to  the  public  in  our  letters.  We  are 
anxious  that  those  of  our  friends,  and  enemies  too,  if  any  we  have,  who 
are  participating  in  this  wholesale  plunder  as  practised  along  that  Row, 
shall  understand  distinctly  that  we  disclaim  all  personal  animosity  or 
ill  feeling  towards  any  of  them,  and  have  but  one  object  in  view,  and 
that  is,  to  serve  the  public  and  purify  the  judicial  atmosphere  surround¬ 
ing  the  sacred  temple.  And  to  do  this  effectually,  it  will  be  found  ne¬ 
cessary  to  pay  marked  respect  to  the  Judges  who  administer  the  law. 
They  are  presumed  to  know  and  understand  the  law  ;  but  this  presump¬ 
tion  is  like  many  other  legal  presumptions,  wholly  inconsistent  with  the 
fact,  and  is  most  likely  to  be  so  when  we  consider  the  character  of  the 
men,  and  the  manner  they  procure  their  appointments.  You  have  a 
law  passed  February  24,  1806,  Sect.  25,  which  requires,  “in  all  cases 
where  the  Judge  or  Judges  holding  the  Supreme  Court,  Court  of  JVisi 
Prius,  Circuit  Court,  or  Presidents  of  the  Courts  of  Common  Pleas, 
shall  deliver  the  opinion  of  the  Court,  if  either  party  by  himself  or 
counsel  require  it,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  said  Judges  respectively 
to  reduce  the  opinion  so  given,  with  the  reasons  therefor,  to  writing, 
and  file  the  same  of  record  in  the  cause.”  The  object  of  this  section 
would  seem  to  be  to  protect  parties  from  trick  or  imposition  of  the 
Judge  who  tries  the  cause.  It  is  to  compel  him  to  write  out  ivhat  he 
says  to  the  jury,  and  file  it,  so  that  no  mistake  may  be  made  when  the 
cause  goes  up  to  the  Supreme  Court,  to  prevent  any  difficulty  in  the 
recollection  as  to  what  was  said  and  what  was  not,  and  to  prevent  the 
Judge  from  saying  one  thing  to  the  jury,  by  which  they  were  controlled 
or  influenced  in  making  up  their  verdict,  and  writing  out  a  charge  en¬ 
tirely  different.  This  we  have  known  done  in  some  instances,  the 
Judge  forgetting  what  he  had  said  to  the  jury.  To  have  the  rights  and 
prerogatives  of  the  Court  and  bar  understood,  is  all-important  to  the 
community.  In  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  the  amounts  in  contro¬ 
versy  range  from  five  to  one  hundred  dollars,  and  little  pains  is  taken 
by  some  of  our  Judges  in  the  trial  thereof,  though  there  be  principles 
of  law  involved  in  the  issue  that  are  all-important  to  the  rights  of  the 
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citizen  ta  have  adjudicated.  They  are  all  tried  in  a  hurried  manner; 
no  time  is  allowed  to  take  doWn  the  evidence,  that  a  bill  of  exceptions 
may  be  sealed,  and  it  is  brought  to  a  speedy  close.  Then  the  Judge 
usually  charges;  some  of  them  in  a  most  confused  and  unintelligible 
manner,  so  that  if  required  to  write  out  what  they  say,  they  would  find 
their  charge  (if  correctly  written)  without  point,  and  without  legal 
principles.  This  observation,  does  not  apply  to  Judges  King  and  Par¬ 
sons.  The  first  we  consider  one  of  the  ablest  and  most  learned  judges 
of  his  age;  and  the  second,  one  of  the  most  honest,  enduring,  and  in¬ 
dustrious  judges  that  ever  sat  upon  a  bench,  and  in  point  of  legal 
learning  is  not  inferior  to  the  best.  The  fault  we  find  with  Judge 
King  is  that  he  seldom  presides  in  the  trial  of  causes  in  that  Court. 
He  likes  to  avoid  responsibility,  in  order  that  he  may  continue  popular. 
This  is  wise.  We  approve  of  men  preserving  their  popularity,  and  the 
good  opinions  of  their  fellow-men — but  as  a  Judge,  who  is  bound  by 
every  obligation  known  to  the  law  to  discharge  his  duty,  it  is  unworthy 
in  him  to  shrink  from  the  responsibility  of  his  trust,  and  place  it  upon 
the  shoulders  of  others.  We  have  been  a  silent  spectator  for  years, 
and  have  watched  with  some  anxiety  the  retrograding  tendency  of 
things.  We  see  upon  our  Common  Pleas  bench  a  great  want  of  dig¬ 
nity  in  the  presiding  Judge.  We  see  that  common  manner  so  inconsis¬ 
tent  with  the  judicial  ermine.  We  see  that  swaggering,  loose  deport¬ 
ment  in  the  man,  that  is  calculated  to  deprive  the  Judge  of  that  moral 
influence  in  society  befitting  his  position.  This  may  seem  to  be  mere 
form — but  if  you  will  visit  the  Court  of  King’s  Bench  or  Exchequer  of 
England,  you  are  at  once  impressed  with  veneration  and  awe  by  the 
deportment  of  the  Judge.  There  is  a  moral  influence  exerted  upon 
the  mind  by  the  presence  alone  of  their  official  dignitaries,  whether 
their  position  be  high  or  low  in  grade.  Then  why  not  have  a  little 
more  here  ?  You  will  never  see  the  learned  Judge,  during  the  pro¬ 
gress  of  a  cause,  withdraw  from  the  bench  to  hold  a  political  confab 
with  some  scullion  of  the  party  to  which  he  belongs,  in  one  corner  of 
the  room.  Nor  will  you  see  the  President  of  the  Court  while  the 
learned  counsel  is  engaged  in  addressing  the  Court,  stick  his  “  boots” 
upon  the  bench  in  the  face  of  the  counsel.  Nor  while  the  counsel  is 
actually  arguing  the  point  to  the  Court  will  you  see  him  turn  aside 
and  commence  whispering  in  an  audible  tone  to  his  associates,  to 
the  great  embarrassment  of  the  advocate.  Nor  will  he  manifest  a  list¬ 
lessness  during  the  argument  of  counsel,  as  though  his  whole  mind 
were  concentrated  in  self.  Yet  these,  among  others  more  vulgar,  are 
daily  practised  in  some  of  our  courts,  to  the  utter  disgust  and  contempt 
of  persons  of  refined  taste  and  good  morals.  If  it  be  the  aim  of  a 
Judge  to  inspire  confidence,  he  must  first  command  respect;  and  to  do 
so,  he  must  cultivate  good  taste,  high  tone  of  morals,  and  aim  at 
singleness  and  purity  of  purpose.  These  will  be  respected  by  every 
man  in  the  community.  He  may  have  the  first  and  second,  and  still 
be  despised  as  a  Judge,  though  admired  as  a  man.  The  last,  ■purity  of 
purpose  in  a  Judge,  is  the  diadem  of  his  coronet.  What  purity  of 
purpose  can  a  Judge  possess  who  flatly  disregards  the  requirements  of 
the  statute  herein  recited!  What  if  he  shrinks  from  the  performance 
of  such  duty,  because  he  is  but  an  associate  of  the  Common  Pleas'? 
When  the  law  that  increases  his  salary  to  $2600  invests  him  with 
all  the  powers  of  the  President,  and  subjects  him  of  course  to  all 
the  duties  enjoined  upon  his  position — not  upon  the  man.  This  law 
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requires  the  Judge  trying  the  cause  or  holding  the  Court,  to  file  his 
opinion  upon  request  of  the  party  in  interest,  in  order  that  it  may  be 
reviewed  by  the  Supreme  Court,  if  needs  be.  Yet  one  of  the  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  of  this  cily,  some  time  since,  was  re¬ 
quested,  by  the  counsel,  in  writing,  to  file  his  charge  and  opinion  in 
writing,  under  this  Act  of  Assembly,  and  he  refused  to  do  it,  and  has 
neglected  and  refused  to  this  day  ;  and  upon  being  requested  again  and 
again,  he  informs  the  counsel  that  he  is  but  an  associate,  and  of  course 
not  bound  to  do  anything;  not  bound  to  perform  any  duty  imposed 
upon  the  President  of  the  Court.  If  this  be  correct,  then  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  should  repeal  the  law  giving  them  any  other  than  $120  salary, 
given  to  other  associates  throughout  the  Commonwealth.  This  Judge 
was  Honourable  James  Campbell,  of  the  Common  Pleas;  and  it  is  not 
only  one,  but  two  cases  in  which  he  refused  the  same  thing  after  re¬ 
quest  for  that  purpose,  under  the  Act  of  Assembly,  viz.:  Peterson  v. 
Peters,  Showaker  v.  Mulligan.  And  he,  I  understand,  will  be  a  can¬ 
didate  for  re-election  under  the  new  Constitution.  I  hope  the  public 
will  allow  him  to  retire  with  his  honours. 


No.  VI. 

EXTORTIONATE  FEES - THE  CLERK  OF  QUARTER  SESSIONS - HIS  FEES  DEFINED 

- IGNORED  BILLS - PENALTY  FOR  OVER-CHARGE - MANNER  OF  SUIT - BILL 

OF  PARTICULARS  REQUIRED - BODY  GUARD  OF  THE  COURT. 

Among  the  abuses  that  are  practised  along  the  Row,  there  are  none 
more  onerous  to  the  public  than  the  system  encouraged  by  the  bar 
and  sanctioned  by  the  Courts,  of  taking  extortionate  and  illegal  fees. 
The  fees  received  by  most,  if  not  all,  the  officers  connected  with  the 
administration  of  the  law,  will  average  more  than  jive  times  the  legal 
fees,  or  those  prescribed  by  statute.  And  inasmuch  as  our  object  is 
to  serve  the  public,  in  order  to  put  them  upon  their  guard,  we  will 
state  the  fees  allowed  and  prescribed  by  statute  for  each  officer  along 
the  Row,  and  then  compare  the  same  with  those  usually  charged  by 
them  respectively.  Having  paid  some  respect  to  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  it  being  first  in  the  range,  we  will  introduce  to  your  favoura¬ 
ble  consideration  the  Clerk  of  that  Court.  Item — venire  for  and  swear¬ 
ing  Grand  Jury,  paid  by  county,  75  cents ;  filing  papers  in  prosecution  ! 
if  true  bill  found,  75  cents;  if  not  true  bill,  50;  calling  recognizance  i 
and  forfeiting,  12^;  taking  recognizance  in  court,  18f;  respiting  re¬ 
cognizance  and  motion  for  same,  10;  every  other  motion  and  rule, 

25  ;  entering  discharge  by  proclamation,  9  ;  arraignment  of  defendant, 
20;  entering  pleas  and  jointer  of  issue,  184;  continuance,  4;  entering 
retraction  of  pleas  or  noil,  pros.,  18J;  entering  submission  and  judg¬ 
ment,  50;  swearing  jury,  witnesses,  constables,  and  entering  verdict 
and  judgment,  50.  All  services  rendered  in  surety  of  the  peace  cases, 

37  ;  process  of  indictment,  docket  entry,  and  Sheriff’s  return  thereon, 
75;  filing  petition  and  order  thereon,  184;  service  in  road  cases  with 
order  under  seal,  75;  recording  return  of  jury  on  road,  every  ten 
words,  1 ;  order  to  open  a  road,  with  draft  under  seal,  $1  ;  constable’s 
bond,  184;  certificate  to  road  viewers  of  services  performed,  to  be 
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paid  by  the  county,  each  9  ;  registering  negro,  181 ;  registering  bonds, 
18f;  recording  and  entering  consiable’s  return,  to  be  paid  by  the 
county,  each  12i;  filing  and  recording  borough  and  township  elections, 
for  each  person  elected,  paid  by  the  county,  12i;  stationery  in  each 
cause,  12 j;  issuing  subpoena  and  seal,  25;  each  name,  after  the  first, 
2;  issuing  an  attachment,  and  entering  motion  therefor,  and  return, 
37  ;  ropy  of  any  paper,  or  part  thereof,  for  every  ten  words,  1  ;  certifi¬ 
cate  and  seal,  25  ;  every  search,  when  no  other  service  is  rendered, 
12 i  ;  taxing  bill  of  costs,  181;  making  return  to  writ  of  error,  75;  en¬ 
tering  proceedings  of  Supreme  Court,  37^  ;  entering  appeal  from  jus¬ 
tices,  375  ;  general  certificate  for  jurors’  and  constables’  pay  (paid  by 
county),  75  ;  notice  to  defaulting  jurors,  25 ;  issuing  fi.fa.  against  same 
forfeited,  37  J  ;  filing  any  paper  not  relating  to  a  suit,  12 5  ;  all  'proceed¬ 
ings  on  tavern  licenses,  50  ;  all  proceedings  on  pedlar's  licenses,  75  ;  all 
services  in  every  apprentice  case,  75;  every  warrant  of  seizure  and 
proceeding  thereon,  81.  We  have  submitted  to  you  every  fee  allowed 
by  law  to  that  officer,  and  if  he  charge,  demand,  and  take  any  other 
fee,  under  any  pretext  whatever  than  what  are  herein  stated,  he  be¬ 
comes  liable  to  pay  to  the  party  from  whom  he  takes  the  same  a 
penalty  of  850.  See  26th  section  of  the  Act  of  28th  of  March,  1814, 
Purdon’s  Digest,  Title  “Fees.”  This  sum  is  recoverable  before 
any  Alderman  or  Justice  of  the  Peace.  He  also  forfeits  a  like  penalty 
if  he  charge  a  greater  sum  for  any  of  these  services  than  is  prescribed 
for  the  same.  Thus^itwill  be  perceived  that  every  citizen  has  the 
power  of  protecting  himself  from  the  illegal  exactions  of  any  of  these 
public  offcers,  if  he  will  take  upon  himself  the  trouble  to  demand  a  bill 
of  particulars  of  the  fees  claimed  with  a  receipt  for  the  same,  if  paid  by 
him  ;  and  he  is  not  bound  to  pay  any  fee  until  the  bill  of  particulars  and 
receipt  is  furnished  to  him  upon  his  request.  We  hold  it  is  a  duty  in¬ 
cumbent  upon  every  good  citizen  who  regards  honesty  and  fair  deal¬ 
ing  among  men,  to  exact  from  each  and  every  officer  along  the  Row 
a  bill  of  particulars  and  receipt  whenever  they  pay  fees  to  them,  and 
in  that  way  this  outrageous  system  of  public  plunder  that  is  practised 
by  some  of  them  will  be  broken  up. 

We  hope  the  public  will  aid  us  in  this  undertaking,  and  terminate 
this  moral  wrong.  It  will  be  perceived  that  the  clerk  can  only  charge 
50  cents  for  “  all  proceedings  upon  tavern  licenses."  He  has  no  right 
to  one  cent  more.  Yet  we  all  know  that  the  fees  and  expenses  that 
are  paid  by  each  and  every  tavern  keeper  in  this  city  and  county  rate 
from  83  to  8150.  The  Court  have  loungers  (referred  to  in  a  former 
letter)  some  of  whom  they  direct  to  view  houses  proposed  to  be  kept 
as  taverns,  and  for  which  license  is  paid.  These  men  repair  to  the 
premises  and  bleed  the  petitioner  as  much  as  his  pulse  will  bear,  in 
consideration  of  which  a  favourable  report  is  made  to  the  court.  How 
the  juice  is  distributed  among  the  leeches  we  are  unable  to  say;  but 
we  do  say  that  his  system,  by  the  time  he  gets  out  of  their  hands,  is 
pretty  well  exhausted.  If  any  one  in  the  county  procured  his  license 
for  fifty  cents,  besides  the  State  tax  upon  it,  he  will  do  a  great  favour 
by  leaving  his  name  at  the  “True  Sun”  office,  and  we  shall  be  pleased  to 
have  the  names  of  persons  who  now  have  license,  together  with  the 
amounts  they  severally  paid  for  the  same.  It  will  also  be  perceived 
that  the  legal  fee  on  all  bills  of  indictment  prosecuted  in  that  Court,  is 
75,  20,  50, 12s  (1  6?§).  (ECPThis  fee  was  increased  to  83  by  act  of  last 
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session  (Pamph.  L.,  p.  290),  in  spite  of  the  protestations  of  the  people, 
while  the  old  law  of  $1  87  is  the  fee  in  every  other  county  in  the  State. 
Pure  representatives  we  have  truly!)  If  the  bill  is  ignored,  50,  12i, 
(625).  The  surety  of  peace  cases,  including  all  services,  37 j,  12^, 
(50).  Road  Cases — filing  petitions  for  view  or  review,  and  order  to 
the  jurors,  75.  Recording  the  return  of  the  jury,  one  cent  for  every 
ten  words.  Then  for  the  order  to  open  the  road  (after  the  report  shall 
have  been  confirmed),  with  draft  accompanying  the  same,  $1  ;  the 
whole  legal  expenses,  including  recording,  cannot  exceed  $3,  to  be  paid 
by  the  parties  applying  for  the  road.  Here  comes  in  another  “  Court 
loafer.”  Some  fellow  who  is  too  lazy  to  work,  takes  this  matter  in 
charge,  and  notifies  the  jury,  waits  upon  them,  draws  their  report,  and 
assumes  to  be  an  officer  off  the  Court,  and  in  that  capacity  he  gets  a 
slice  out  of  the  unsuspecting  citizen  who  desires  the  road.  Will  the 
persons  who  have  felt  the  smart  in  this  quarter  leave  their  names,  and 
amount  paid,  to  any  one  of  the  “  Body  Guard”  of  the  Court?  Issuing 
an  attachment,  a  bench  warrant  as  it  is  usually  called,  37L  This  is 
usually  served  by  a  “  tipstave,”  who  charges  the  party  attached, 
$1  50  and  upwards.  This  is  extortion.  He  has  no  right  to  any  fee 
for  that  service.  He  is  not  the  Sheriff,  nor  Deputy  Sheriff — the  mere 
runner  of  the  Court,  and  gets  his  $2  per  day  from  the  County  for  wait¬ 
ing  upon  the  Court,  which  service  ought  of  right  be  performed  by  the 
Constables  elected  by  the  people,  though  the  law  authorizes  the  Court 
to  appoint  the  “Body  Guard.”  When  the  Judge  sentences  a  person, 
for  disobedience  to  the  process  of  the  Court,  “  to  pay  the  costs  of  the 
attachment,”  the  tipstave  is  not  contemplated  in  such  sentence,  simply 
the  Clerk’s  fees,  and  if  served  by  the  Sheriff  or  his  deputy,  he  is  entitled 
to  seventy-five  cents  for  such  service,  but  no  one  else.  We  are  not 
complaining  of  the  Clerk  of  that  Court  alone.  He  is  as  honest  as  any 
of  them,  and  as  good  and  attentive  an  officer — but  he  is  first  introduced 
to  you  because  he  is  at  the  end  next  to  the  criminal  department — and 
we  must  begin  here.  We  now  call  the  earnest  attention  of  our  fellow- 
citizens  to  the  27th  section  of  the  Act  of  Assembly  abo**e  referred  to. 
“  It  shall  and  may  be  lawful  fob  any  person  to  refuse  payment  of 

FEES  TO  ANY  OFFICER  WHO  WILL  NOT  MAKE  OUT  A  BILL  OF  PARTICULARS  AS 

prescribed  by  this  Act,  ( enumerating  each  particular  service  and  the 
separate  fee  therefor ,)  signed  by  him,  if  required,  and  also  a  receipt 

OR  DISCHARGE  SIGNED  BY  HIM  OF  THE  FEES  PAID.”  This  Section  embraces 

every  officer  connected  with  the  administration  of  the  law  to  whom 
fees  are  payable,  and  if  the  people  would  in  all  cases  require  their 
attorney  to  furnish  bills  of  particulars  and  receipts  to  them  for  fees 
paid,  the  same  as  they  do  for  a  bill  of  merchandise  paid  by  their 
clerks  or  agents,  as  well  as  in  all  cases  require  the  bill  of  particu¬ 
lars  and  receipt  when  they  pay  fees  to  public  officers,  they  would 
save  five  hundred  per  cent,  on  the  amounts  paid  in  almost  every  in¬ 
stance.  They  should  not  take  a  gross  sum,  but  each  item  should  be 
named.  Let  this  good  work  be  started,  and  we  will  sustain  it.  (Com¬ 
munications  to  “Junius”  must  be  postpaid  and  directed  to  the  “True 
Sun  Office.”)  (ECT^The  new  law  takes  from  the  Court  the  licensing 
power,  and  the  clerk  charges  illegal  fees  in  every  case.  The  legal 
fee  is  50  cents  for  bonds.) 
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No.  VII. 

QUARTER  SESSION  FEES  CONTINUED - “  BLACK  MARIA” - SHERIFF’S  DEPUTY - 

BLOOD-SUCKERS^ - RUM  SHOPS - PATENTS - FAMILY  FRIENDSHIPS - JUDICIAL 

SECRETS - KEPT  BY  THE  TIPSTAVES. 

In  our  last  number  we  submitted  to  you  the  legal  fees  of  the  Clerk 
of  the  Sessions,  and  compared  them  with  those  usually  charged  by  that 
officer.  We  have  since  been  informed  that  we  were  not  near  up  to 
the  mark;  that  the  fees  charged  are  more  than  double  what  we 
attributed  to  that  officer.  In  order  to  guard  the  public  from  imposi-  • 
tion,  we  will  state  the  fees  on  an  ignored  bill.  Alderman  and  Con¬ 
stable’s  costs,  usually  $1,  including  all  services  necessary  to  bind  the 
defendant  to  appear  at  Court.  This  is  usually  demanded  of  the  pro¬ 
secutor  before  the  warrant  is  issued  and  served,  which  is  illegal,  and 
subjects  the  Alderman  to  the  forfeiture  of  a  penalty  of  fifty  dollars  to 
the  use  of  the  party  paying  the  same.  He  has  no  right  to  demand  it  of 
the.  prosecutor  at  all.  Then  comes  the  Clerk  of  the  Sessions  for  filing 
and  entering  all  papers,  50  c.ts.,  on  ignored  bill,  (75  cents  on  true  bill,) 
stationery,  12^.  As  a  general  rule,  62^  cts.  will  cover  all  his  legal 
fees  on  an  ignored  bill.  Then,  next  in  order,  are  the  fees  of  the  Attor¬ 
ney-General.  His  legal  fee  for  drawing  bill  (ignored  by  grand  jury) 
if  for  an  offence  in  the  Quarter  Sessions,  $1  50  ;  if  indictable  only  in 
the  Oyer  and  Terminer  for  the  same  service,  $3.  Making  all  the 
legal  fees  in  the  Quarter  Sessions  on  an  ignored  bill,  $2 '12^.  The 
uniform  practice  is  to  charge,  as  we  are  informed,  811  as  the 
officers'’  costs.  This  does  not  include  any  witnesses’  fees,  nor  xhe  for¬ 
feiture  of  the  recognizance,  &c.,  but  simply  such  costs  as  the  officers 
are  by  law  entitled  to,  where  the  prosecutor  has  been  punctual  and 
attended  to  his  business.  We  were  yesterday  informed  that  a  poor 
woman  was  directed  to  pay  the  “  costs  of  prosecution”  on  an  ignored 
bill,  amounting  to  87,  and  that,  the  officers  said,  was  under  price,  and 
she  was  compelled  to  pawn  her  bed  to  raise  the  money !  So  much 
for  legal  relish.  .No  person  should  pay  any  of  these  costs  to  any  officer 
without  demanding  cl  hill  of  particulars  and  a  receipt  of  the  same, 
which  he  is  bound  by  law  to  give,  ox  forfeit  his  costs. 

In  transacting  business  in  that  Court  there  is  an  unfair  practice 
adopted,  in  order  to  oppress  the  citizen  who  chances  to  fall  into  the 
hands  of  the  “  Philistines.’’  The  moment  the  sentence  is  passed  the 
Deputy  Sheriff,  or  some  tipstave,  takes  the  prosecutor  into  custody, 
and  very  coolly  informs  him  he  must  pay  so  much  (any  sum  they  see 
proper  to  name)  “or  go  down  below,”  and  they  can’t  wait  to  enable 
him  to  raise  the  money  among  his  friends,  or  send  for  one,  without 
being  paid  for  their  time,  trouble,  and  risk,  in  waiting  upon  the  prisoner 
for  such  purpose.  This  practice  is  an  outrage  upon  the  rights  of  man. 

It  is  worse,  in  our  Estimation,  than  highway  robbery.  It  is  extorting 
pay  by  threats  of  immediate  imprisonment  and  incarceration.  It  is 
violating  all  the  sacred  rights  guarantied  to  us  by  the  Constitution. 
And  to  wait  upon  the  prisoner  (for  such  he  then  becomes)  a  commit¬ 
ment  must  be  made  out,  adding  another  one  dollar  and  fifty  cents  to 
the  already  enormous  charge.  This  the  poor  fellow  cheerfully  agrees 
to  pay  to  avoid  the  “  Black  Maria,”  the  carriage  used  to  convey  pri- 
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soners  from  the  Court  to  the  prison.  We  have  recently  had  an  inter¬ 
view  with  an  officer  of  that  Court,  who  informs  us  that  ice  have  no 
conception  of  the  enormity  of  the  frauds  and  peculation  in  that  Court. 
This  we  conceive  is  the  fact;  because  we  are  not  permitted  to  get 
“  behind  the  screen”  where  this  matter  is  concocted.  We  have  no 
allusion  to  the  Clerk  of  that  Court,  in  this  remark.  He  is  a  high-toned 
man,  and  what  he  does  in  person  will  be  made  right  upon  request.' 
He  came  into  that  office  an  honest  man,  and  we  hope  he  will  go  out 
uncontaminated  with  the  corruption  that  surrounds  him.  We  censure 
him  only  for  not  attending  to  his  underlings,  and  seeing  that  they  practise 
no  oppression  upon  the  citizens  in  his  name.  We  call  upon  him,  as  a 
public  officer,  to  have  bills  printed  specifying  his  legal  fees — and  in 
every  instance  enter  the  service  performed  on  his  docket,  and  when¬ 
ever  the  fees  are  paid,  give  such  bill  of  particulars  and  receipt  to  the 
party  paying  without  ashing,  as  the  law  contemplates,  and  in  so  doing 
he  will  set  an  example  to  “the  Row,”  that  will  be  worthy  the  imita¬ 
tion  of  all  future  incumbents.  (CO^This  was  Col.  John  Thompson. 
I  cannot  speak  in  praise  of  John  C.  Williams,  the  present  incumbent. 
His  practice  is  the  other  way.) 

The  Legislature  should  pass  some  law  defining  the  rights  of  parties, 
duty  of  judges  and  attorneys,  and  imposing  fines  and  penalties  for  vio¬ 
lation.  Who  can  tell  what  becomes  of  all  the  tippling-house  cases 
that  are  bound  over  to  that  Court  ?  W  hat  becomes  of  all  the  fines  and 
forfeitures  imposed  ;  how  the  money  is  collected  and  appropriated,  and 
what  fines  have  been  remitted  by  the  Court  after  private  intercourse 
had  with  the  great  Mogul  who  controls  the  business  of  the  Court  for 
the  time  being?  Who  can  tell  where  the  mediator  keeps  his  office, 
and  what  are  the  terms  by  which  his  services  can  be  secured  to  prevent 
bills  from  being  sent  to  the  Grand  Jury  1  What  to  secure  an  interview 
with  the  Judge  at  his  chambers?  What  to  procure  the  remission  of 
fines  and  forfeitures?  What  to  be  constituted  a  Standing  Jluditor? 
What  to  be  appointed  Master  in  Chancery?  What  to  procure  an  in¬ 
definite  postponement  of  sentence  in  case  of  conviction,  of  the  several 
grades  of  offences  known  to  the  laws?  What  to  obtain  license  to 
vend  poisons  by  which  our  fellow-man  may'  be  destroyed?  What  to 
renew  an  old  license?  What  to  screen  the  violator  of  the  laws?  screen 
such  as  keep  gambling  hells,  oyster  saloons,  rum  shops,  lottery  policy 
offices,  public  brothels,  bawdy  houses,  &c.,  &c..,  from  public  exposure 
and  punishment?  What  is  his  name?  or,  if  more  than  one,  what,  are 
their  names,  and  where  can  they  be  found?  It  would  be  proper  that 
they  should  be  advertised  in  some  public  newspaper,  and  if  given  to 
Junius  by  some  of  the  “knowing  ones,”  it  will  be  held  out  in  bold  re¬ 
lief,  in  order  that  those  in  such  case  offending  can  be  put  upon  the 
same  footing  as  others  who  have  the  advantage  of  private  information. 


No.  VIII. 

PROTHONOTARY’s  OFFICE  OF  DISTRICT  COURT - HTS  LEGAL  FEES - EXTOR¬ 
TIONS - COUNTY  ROBBED  OF  $20,000 - OFFICERS  DELINQUENT  IN  DUTY - 

Lawyers’  Fees  Illegal. 

In  our  last  we  paid  our  respects  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
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sions.  We  now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  manner  business 
is  transacted  in  the  office  of  the  Prothonotary  of  the  District  Court, 
and  propose  to  submit  a  bill  of  his  legal  fees,  and  compare  them  with 
the  fees  charged.  In  the  first  place,  permit  us  to  say,  that  the  Pro¬ 
thonotary  of  that  Court,  as  well  as  all  his  clerks,  are  attentive,  accom¬ 
modating,  and  gentlemanly  men — and  for  the  most  part  endeavour  to 
perform  their  duty  in  every  particular,  except  in  the  matter  of  fees, 
in  which  they,  as  well  as  all  others,  charge  a  great  deal  too  much,  as 
will  be  shown  hereafter.  By  an  act  of  Assembly,  passed  April  6th, 
1830,  the  Prothonotary  is  required  to  demand  and  charge  a  tax  of 
50  cts.  on  every  original  writ,  (except  Habeas  Corpus,)  entry  of  judg¬ 
ment  by  confession,  &c.,  to  be  paid  by  the  plaintiff,  for  which  he 
accounts  to  the  Auditor-General.  This  he  has  no  interest  in.  Then 
he  is  entitled  for  issuing  a  capias,  summons, — -fieri  facias,  or  certiorari 
50  cts.  every  other  writ — sci.  fa.  sur  judgments  or  mortgage,  or  me¬ 
chanics’  claims,  75  cents,  all  services  to  be  rendered  at  first  Court,  in¬ 
cluding  entering  pleas  and  special  bail,  37!  cents;  every  subsequent 
Court  before  trial,  18! ;  all  services  during  trial,  including  everything 
to  be  done,  75;  filing  all  papers  in  the  suit,  37!;  taking  recognizance, 
12!  ;  bail  piece,  with  certificate  and  seal,  37£;  entering  motion  for  new 
trial  or  arrest  of  judgment,  18!  ;  motion  and  rule,  9  ;  satisfaction,  12| ; 
issuing  subpoena,  25;  issuing  attachment  and  motion,  37!;  copy  of  a 
record,  or  any  part  thereof,  every  ten  words,  1  cent;  certificate  to  the 
same,  25;  drawing  list  of  special  jury,  stationery,  and  copies  for  par¬ 
ties,  50;  every  search  where  no  other  service  is  rendered,  for  which  a 
fee  is  attached,  12! ;  entering  judgment  on  warrant  of  attorney,  includ¬ 
ing  all  services,  50;  entering  amicable  suit,  25;  issuing  venire  when 
tried  by  jury,  75;  issue  list,  each  time,  6!;  stationery,  10;  taxing  bill 
of  costs,  18!;  making  return  of  writ  of  error,  75;  entering  proceed¬ 
ings  of  Supreme  Court  (on  return  of  record),  37^;  entering  transcripts 
or  appeals  from  justices  or  aldermen,  25;  citation,  with  seal  and  mo¬ 
tion  therefor,  25 ;  suggestion  of  death,  diminution  of  record,  or  sub¬ 
stituting  a  party  on  record,  9;  administering  an  oath  other  than  on 
the  trial  of  the  cause,  4  ;  certificate  for  jurors  and  constables’  pay,  50— 
to  be  paid  by  the  county;  all  proceedings  on  insolvent  petitions,  75  ; 
subpoena  of  divorce,  75;  all  other  proceedings  (except  subpoena  for 
witnesses),  $2 ;  reading  and  filing  bill  to  perpetuate  testimony,  12! 
cents;  order  of  Court  thereon  and  recording  the  same,  $1 ;  commission 
to  examine  wdtness,  75  cents;  entering  return  thereof,  12!  cents;  copy 
of  the  rule  to  take  depositions,  25  cents;  all  proceedings  to  enforce 
contract  of  decedent,  75;  ail  proceedings  by  administrator  to  make 
deed,  75  cents;  all  proceedings  of  Sheriff  to  acknowledge  deed  for 
land  sold  by  predecessor,  50  cents;  all  proceedings  on  deeds,  bearing 
estates  tail,  75  cents ;  filing  election  returns,  &c.,  to  be  paid  by  county, 
81  ;  filing  and  docketing  balance  due  from  collectors,  18!;  filing  any 
paper  not  in  a  suit  pending,  12!  cents;  furnishing  blank  notice  to  refer 
with  copy  under  seal,  50  cents;  appointment  of  arbitrators,  &c.,  50 
cents;  rule  of  reference  under  seal,  25  cents;  filing  report  of  arbitra¬ 
tors,  18!;  all  proceedings  after  appeal  for  award  of  arbitrators,  50 
cents;  filing  petitions  of  lunacy  and  habitual  drunkard  and  order  of 
Court,  50  cents;  issuing  commission,  75  cents ;  writ  to  Sheriff,  50  cents; 
entering  confirmation  of  judgment,  &c.,  75  cents;  taking  and  filing 
bond  of  committee,  &c.,  50  cents;  all  services  in  a  lunatic’s  estate,  in- 
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eluding  sale,  &c.,  $2 ;  in  cases  of  partition  after  judgment,  same  fees 
as  are  allowed  the  Clerk  of  Orphans’  Court;  writs  of  habeas  corpus,  75 
cents;  application  for  maintenance  or  alimony,  $1.  These  are  the 
same  fees  as  are  allowed  to  the  Prothonotary  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  and  none  other;  both  officers  are  in  the  same  grade,  and  the  fees 
are  the  same  for  each — by  which  it  will  be  found,  that  the  fees  due  to 
the  Prothonotary  for  entering  a  judgment  on  warrant  of  attorney  or 
confession  by  amicable  action,  50,  tax  50,  cryer  12£,  making  in  all 
•SI  12s  for  this  service;  and  for  this  fee  that  officer  uniformly  charges 
S3  375,  (if  execution  be  issued,)  three  times  the  legal  fee.  We  have 
seldom  known  an  exception  to  this  rule — never  unless  it  is  objected  to 
by  the  party  paying.  The  dockets  of  that  Court  will  show  it  to  have 
been  the  uniform  charge  for  the  last  fifteen  years,  (fCPMr.  A.  R.  Peale 
has,  with  his  eyes  open,  acknowledged  the  wrong,  and  boldly  has  told 
me  he  would  make  all  he  could,  and  is  making  it  in  any  way  in  his 
power,  in  defiance  of  law.)  This  is  the  same  charge  made  as  if  judg¬ 
ment  had  been  entered  for  want  of  affidavit  of  defence,  under  the  Act 
of  Assembly  and  rule  of  Court,  except  sometimes  there’ is  twenty- five 
cents  added,  making  S3  02!,  which  is  also  an  illegal  fee.  The  fees 
being  for  such  services  as  the  following: — all  services  at  first  Court, 
37!;  filing  the  papers  in  the  suit,  37|;  stationery,  10:  and  a  further 
sum  added  by  Act  of  April  1st,  1837,  of  50  cents,  making  in  all 
$1  35,  instead  of  S3  37!  or  S3  62!  ;  and  the  Prothonotary’s  fees  of  the 
Common  Pleas  are  the  same.  This  does  not  include  the  50  cents  for 
the  trial,  50  cents  tax,  and  87!  to  the  Sheriff  for  service.  The  uniform 
practice  in  both  of  these  Courts  is  to  endorse  these  fees  on  every  exe¬ 
cution  issued  upon  judgments  entered  on  warrants  of  attorney,  and  for 
want  of  affidavits  of  defence.  The  fees  would  be  much  larger  in  case 
the  suit  was  proceeded  in  to  trial  and  verdict  and  judgment.  The 
amount  would  be  regulated  by  the  length  of  time  it  was  upon  the  trial 
list.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  by  the  bill  we  have  herein  furnished,  that 
the  Prothonotary  is  entitled  to  37!  for  services  at  first  Court,  75  cents 
for  services  rendered  at  trial,  if  the  case  is  tried,  37^  for  filing  papers, 
181  for  motion  in  arrest  of  judgment  or  for  new  trial,  which,  in  prac¬ 
tice,  is  always  entered  by  the  counsel,  if  for  no  other  purpose,  to  give 
time  to  their  clients;  75  for  the  venire,  and  25  cents  for  each  term 
the  case  is  continued  after  issue  joined,  and  50  cents  for  special 
jury  (if  tried  by  special  jury,)  making  in  all  $2  933,  except  the  con¬ 
tinuance  fee,  which  will  be  $  1,  for  every  year  the  case  is  at  issue,  until 
disposed  of,  there  being  four  terms  a  year.  By  this  means,  every 
man  can  calculate  exactly  what  he  is  bound  to  pay  the  Prothonotaries 
of  these  Courts.  Then  comes  a  jury  fee  of  $4,  as  a  revenue  to  the 
Commonwealth.  This  is  made  $4  25  in  all  instances,  25  cents  is 
added  for  the  tipstaves,  who  pocket  it  as  a  part  of  the  pickings.  This 
jury  fee  the  law  requires  to  be  paid  to  the  Sheriff,  who  is  compelled  to 
pay  the  same  to  the  County  Treasurer,  for  the  use  of  the  Common¬ 
wealth.  This  is  a  fee  seldom  received,  and- seldom  accounted  for  by 
the  Sheriff.  It  will  be  seen  by  an  examination  of  the  dockets  of  the 
Courts  of  this  county,  that  there  is  820,000  and  more  money  due  to 
the  Commonwealth  from  this  source  that  has  never  been  accounted 
for,  notwithstanding  auditors  are  appointed  by  the  Courts  to  audit  the 
accounts  of  these  officers.  The  money  is  there;  if  not,  it  ought  to  be, 
and  the  Sheriff  and  his  securities  are  liable  to  the  Commonwealth  for 
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the  same.  It  is  his  fault  if  not  received.  The  law  imposes  it  as  a  tax, 
and  makes  it  his  duty  to  collect  it.  And  we  proffer  our  services  to 
the  auditors  to  go  with  them,  and  show  them  $20,000  and  more  that 
has  never  been  accounted  for.  It  would  seem  to  us  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Attorney-General  or  Solicitor  of  the  county  to  look  to  this 
matter,  and  see  that  these  fees  were  collected  and  paid  over  to  the 
Commonwealth.  This  is  no  idle  assertion.  We  stand  prepared  to 
prove  all  we  say  by  the  records.  ([CPIf  elected  to  that  office  we  shall 
make  an  effort  to  have  this  money  collected  as  we  conceive  it  the  duty 
of  that  officer.  I  will  take  care  of  the  interest  of  the  county  and  State 
if  elected,  so  far  as  this  plundering  extends.)  There  is  also  an  at¬ 
torney’s  fee  of  $3,  called  a  judgment  fee,  which  is  allowed  by  these 
officers  upon  every  judgment  entered  in  the  Courts  aforesaid,  which  in 
many  instances  is  illegal,  and  in  every  one  morally  wrong.  By  an 
Act  of  Assembly,  May  6th,  1844,  no  attorney  or  judgment  fee  shall  be 
allowed  or  taxed  on  the  entry  of  judgment  by  confession,  where  a  suit 
has  not  been  previously  commenced,  and  when  the  amount  shall  not 
exceed  $106.  By  this  it  will  be  seen  on  all  judgments  in  our  Com¬ 
mon  Pleas  entered  by  transcript,  or  by  confession,  or  by  warrant  of 
attorney,  the  attorney’s  fee  of  $3  is  illegal,  and  ought  not  to  be  al¬ 
lowed;  still,  we  find  it  always  endorsed  on  the  execution.  This  should 
be  broken  up  by  the  roots.  He  should  not  have  any  fee  in  any  case 
from  the  defendant;  he  receives  his  compensation  from  the  plaintiff, 
for  whom  he  is  concerned,  and  renders  no  service  to  the  defendant. 
Then  why  take  $3  of  the  defendant’s  money?  We  repeat  again,  that 
the  person  paying  any  fees  to  any  party  claiming  the  same,  is  entitled 
to  a  bill  of  particulars  and  receipt  upon  demanding  the  same,  and  he 
is  not  bound  to  pay  without  it;  and  it  must  specify  each  service  for 
which  the  fee  is  charged,  and  in  case  he  charges  too  much,  or  chai’ges 
a  fee  for  service  not  named  in  this  fee  bill,  or  before  the  service  is 
performed;  in  either  case  he  forfeits  a  penalty  of  $50,  to  be  recovered 
by  the  party  paying  such  fees,  before  any  magistrate.  This  salutary 
provision  should  be  enforced  by  every  good  citizen,  and  in  that  way 
this  system  of  public  plunder  will  be  broken  up — and  the  public  relieved 
from  the  outrage.  In  our  next  we  will  pass  into  the  Sheriff’s  Office. 


No.  IX. 

PLUNDER  IN  THE  SHERIFF’S  OFFICE - HIS  CHRISTIAN  DEPORTMENT - THE 

POWER  AND  CHARACTER  AND  DUTY  OF  THAT  OFFICER - HIS  LEGAL  FEES - 

BRIBERY - NOTHING  BUT  PLUNDER - PLUNDER  !- — PLUNDER  !  ! 

As  we  anticipated,  we  took  a  peep  into  the  Sheriff’s  office  of  the  City 
and  County  of  Philadelphia,  and  upon  our  entering,  we  wrnre  amused 
to  see  the  Sheriff  and  Deputies  run  and  scatter  like  an  old  hen  and 
chickens  upon  the  approach  of  a  hawk.  Such  a  chattering,  watching, 
and  listening,  we  never  witnessed;  nor  do  we  believe  it  will  be  equalled 
among  the  Judges  and  Auditors  of  the  Common  Pleas  and  Orphans’ 
Court,  upon  the  approach  of  the  Committee  from  Harrisburg.  The 
office  of  the  Sheriff  is  of  great  antiquity.  It  existed  among  the  Romans, 
and  has  been  kept  up  by  all  civilized  governments  ever  since,  under  dif- 
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ferent  names,  but  clothed  with  the  same  prerogatives  and  powers.  It  is 
coexistent  with  our  Commonwealth — and  in  the  early  history  thereof, 
was  looked  upon  as  the  position  of  all  others  the  most  honourable.  It 
was  then  filled  with  men  of-character,  property,  respectability,  and  such 
as  inspired  the  confidence  of  their  fellow-citizens.  It  was  looked  upon 
as  the  fountain  of  power,  purity,  and  integrity.  The  office  seemed  to 
throw  around  the  incumbent  a  panoply,  that  protected  him  from  suspi¬ 
cion,  and  against  which  the  shafts  of  malice  fell  harmless.  The  sffcred 
character  of  this  high  office  was  soon  discovered  by  the  corrupt  mind, 
which  sought  to  take  advantage  of  the  same  by  prostituting  the  power 
thereof  to  the  most  mercenary  and  corrupt  purposes.  This  opened  a 
new  view.  It  introduced  a  new  set  of  aspirants.  It  was  discovered  to 
be  the  avenue  to  affluence  and  renown;  and  therefore,  forced  upon 
public  favour  and  consideration,  through  the  medium  of  pensioned 
presses,  the  crawling,  scurvy,  hypocritical,  double-faced,  dissimulating 
demagogues,  as  candidates  to  that  hitherto  uncontaminated  position. 
They  were,  as  usual,  successful;  and  by  a  continual  succession  of 
men  of  this  character  thereto,  that  high  office  has  become  loathsome, 
and  degraded,  and  the  incumbents  regard  it  as  a  medium  through  and 
by  which  they  propose  to  amass  fortunes,  even  at  the  sacrifice  of  all 
that  is  estimable  in  the  eyes  of  honourable  and  honest  men.  Every 
political  demagogue  who  bows  the  knee  to  mammon,  who  knows  no 
obligations  but  those  in  favour  of  self,  moves,  as  it  were,  heaven  and 
earth  to  obtain  a  nomination  and  election,  by  which  a  fort u net  is  se¬ 
cured.  Promises  made  to  every  loafing  vagabond  who  will  sell  his 
vote  for  a  glass  of  grog.  Subordinate  offices  pledged  for  the  political 
influence  of  some  pot-house  brawler.  Money  loaned  as  a  bribe  to 
the  publishers  of  newspapers  to  advance  the  cause  of  the  candidate ; 
deputyships  without  stint  or  number  hypothecated  to  secure  the  labour 
of  some  unworthy  cormorant  who  seeks  to  plunder  his  fellow-man. 
Solemn  promises  and  asseverations  are  made  in  public  speeches  upon 
the  rostrum  of  purity  and  profound  fidelity  to  the  party  and  the  people. 
All!  all  these,  to  secure  the  office;  and  no  sooner  than  the  fellow  is 
installed,  is  he  baptised  in  Lethe,  and  the  past  becomes  a  blank.  All 
his  plighted  faith — all  his  solemn  promises — all  his  heaven  appeals, 
are  buried  in  oblivion.  He  then  seeks  a  new  atmosphere,  courts  new 
friends,  and  calls  to  his  embrace  a  loathing  pestilence  that  breathes 
famine,  desolation,  and  death  to  th e  professed  objects  of  his  aspiration, 
and  he  becomes  a  thing  for  the  finger  of  scorn  to  point  at.  This  has 
been  the  history  of  the  Sheriff’s  office — no  reference  is  made  to  the 
present  worthyj  honest,  pure,  Christian  and  efficient  office-holder.  He 
does  business  upon  a  different  principle.  He  was  elected  as  a  Native 
American,  and  has  kept  his  faith  to  the  party  by  appointing  all  pseudo 
locofocos  and  whigs  of  American  birth  as  first  deputies,  and  the  bom 
bailiffs  are  most,  if  not  all  foreigners.  This  is  done  we  presume  to  add 
strength  to  the  office,  not  the  party.  Having  adverted  to  the  history  and 
present  position  of  that  office,  you  will  allow  us  to  introduce  to  your 
favourable  consideration,  Henry  Lelar,  Esq.,  the  present  High  Sheriff 
of  the  City  and  County  of  Philadelphia,  together  with  his  two  brothers 
as  deputies,  and  Col.  John  L.  Woolf,  as  his  first  deputy,  cashier,  and, 
as  Robinson  Crusoe  would  say,  “  man  Friday,”  with  his  son  as  ap¬ 
pearance  clerk,  and  a  certain  distinguished  editor  as  clerk  to  the  exe¬ 
cution  docket,  beside  a  host  of  others  lounging  about  the  office  in  the 
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shape  of  watchmen,  who  are  like  so  many  leeches  upon  a  diseased 
system  :  when  they  once  get  hold,  they  suck  and  suck  until  they  fall 
off,  or  are  kicked  off  by  some  man  who  knows  that  the  law  will  not 
tolerate  such  nuisances.  Having  introduced  the  most  important  per¬ 
sonages  connected  with  the  office,  allow  me  to  give  you  the  fees  pre¬ 
scribed  by  statute,  and  compare  them  with  the  fees  charged.  Items — 
for  serving  Capias  with  Commitment  or  Bail  Bond  and  Return,  $1  00. 
The  fee  usually  charged  for  this  service  is  $1  00  from  the  plaintiff, 
which  is  paid  to  the  Clerk  before  the  service  is  performed,  which  is 
illegal,  and  renders  the  Sheriff  liable  to  pay  a  penalty  of  $50  00  for 
charging  the  same ;  and  from  the  defendant,  when  arrested,  all  that 
can  conveniently  be  extorted,  ranging  from  $3  50  to  $10  00  or  $20  00, 
under  the  pretence  that  the  officer  must  be  paid  for  his  time.  This 
outrage  is  mainly  remedied  bv  the  Act  of  1842,  abolishing  imprison¬ 
ment  for  debt.  Each  defendant,  besides  the  first,  (the  one  above 
alluded  to,)  37^  assigning  Bail  Bond  (to  the  plaintiff,  upon  recovery) 
\2i,  serving  Summons  or  certiorari,  75;  serving  Sci.  Fa.,  75;  each 
defendant  besides  the  first,  25  cents;  copy  of  summons,  12 h  ;  copy  of 
Sci.  Fa.,  37J.  For  taking  or  filing  a  replevin  or  attachment  Bond,  or 
other  indemnification  to  be  furnished  by  the  Sheriff,  37|  ;  the  usual  fee 
charged  for  this  service  is  from  $4  to  $5.  We  know  of  an  instance 
that  we  can  prove,  in  which  the  present  incumbent  charged  and  took 
$4  37J  for  this  service.  Don't  be  scared.  This  is  only  an  introduc¬ 
tion.  Travelling  expenses  for  each  mile  actually  travelled,  4  cents. 
Executing  Fieri  Facias,  if  money  paid  without  levy  or  sale,  $1.  De¬ 
livering  lands  or  tenements  to  creditor  upon  Liberari  Facias,  $2,  omd 
no  Commissions  are  allowed.  Levying  on  lands  or  goods,  and  selling 
the  same,  for  each  dollar  not  exceeding  $300,  two  cents;  above  $300 
and  not  exceeding  $1000,  one  cent;  above  that  sum  one-half  per  cent. 
Same  commissions  allowed  after  levy  on  personal  property,  without 
sale,  but  only  on  the  real  debt  recovered  and  paid  over  by  the  Sheriff. 
Thus  it  will  be  perceived  that  if  no  levy  or  sale,  the  legal  fee  is  $1, 
even  if  the  debt  be  $5000 ;  and  if  levy,  or  levy  and  sale,  he  is  not 
entitled  to  the  $1,  but  instead  thereof  he  takes  his  two  per  cent,  com¬ 
missions  on  $300,  $6,  and  one  per  cent,  on  the  other  $700,  making 
$13  on  the  $1000,  and  a  half  per  cent,  on  every  sum  above  that 
as  his  legal  fees.  Advertising  expenses,  when  goods  or  lands  are  sold 
and  actual  notice  given,  or  when  money  is  paid  after  such  advertise¬ 
ment  and  notice,  $2  25  ;  vendue  cryer  for  each  sale,  75  cents  ;  malting 
the  entire  legal  fee  on  an  execution  for  sale  of  personal  property, 
amounting  to  $1000,  the  sum  $16,  and  no  more.  This  would  be  the 
same  for  real  estate,  except  the  addition  of  75  cents  for  executing  the 
venditiona  exponas,  if  sold  under  such  writ.  We  want  to  be  dis¬ 
tinctly  understood  that  the  legal  fee  in  no  case  upon  the  sale  of  real 
or  personal  estate  for  $1000  can  exceed  $16  75.  The  charges  for 
these  services  are  usually  all  they  can  get.  We  have  heard  of  an 
instance  in  which  the  present  Sheriff  charged  the  sum  of  $219  50  upon 
an  execution  where  the  debt  was  about  $300,  and  that  too  without  sale, 
the  money  having  been  paid  immediately  after  the  property  (real  estate) 
was  advertised,  and  before  the  bills  were  put  up.  The  Sheriff’s  bill 
ran  thus:  “printing  $204  50,”  “handbills  $15  00,”  making  in  all 
$219  50.  The  legal  fee  for  this  service  is  $2  25,  and  no  more.  This 
is  no  idle  nor  malicious  assertion.  It  is  a  positive  fact,  and  can  be 


proved  by  three  witnesses  of  respectability.  And  we  heard  it  publicly 
proclaimed,  by  a  public  speaker  during  the  last  political  campaign,  in 
Dock  Street,  opposite  the  Exchange ;  and  to  this  day  it  has  never  been 
contradicted.  We  refer  to  this  simply  to  show  the  public  the  enor¬ 
mity  of  this  system  of  plunder.  It  is  an  everyday  practice  undeniable. 
([GPSince  this  exposition,  the  Legislature  has  passed  a  law,  for  this 
county  only,  to  enable  the  Sheriff  to  charge  what  he  pleases,  (or  what 
he  pays  the  printer.)  This  is  the  means  whereby  the  Sheriff  makes 
most  of  his  money  and  defrauds  the  public.)  There  is  another  prac¬ 
tice  that  is  more  oppressive  to  the  defendant,  if  possible,  than  this.  It 
is  the  practice  of  charging  “  watchmen  fees.”  An  execution  fi.  fa.  is 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Sheriff — his  deputy,  (if  a  fat  case,  a  brother 
gets  the  writ),  repairs  to  the  premises  of  the  defendant,  unless  some  sub¬ 
stantial  reason  be  given  him  to  the  contrary,  notifies  the  defendant  of 
his  levy,  and  places  a  watchman  in  charge,  at  $1  50  per  day.  He 
keeps  him  there  as  long  as  he  can,  say  28  days,  as  he  did  in  one  case 
wTe  are  informed  of,  making  $42  watchman’s  fees;  one-half  of  this 
usually  goes  to  the  watchman  himself,  and  the  other  to  the  deputy.  The 
plaintiffs  complain  that  there  is  undue  delay  in  the  execution  and  return 
of  their  writs.  In  some  instances  we  have  known  the  watchman  paid 
by  the  defendant  to  stay  away,  and  when  the  time  came  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  sell  in  order  to  meet  the  return  day  (first 
Monday  of  the  month)  the  goods  in  charge  of  this  worthy  watchman 
have  sloped — they  are  not  there — and  a  mock  sale  is  made,  and  there 
is  nothing  for  the  plaintiff  after  paying  costs.  If  there  is  anything 
worth  keeping,  it  goes  into  the  hands  of  the  Sheriff,  who  usually  keeps 
it  until  he  can  keep  it  no  longer.  We  hear  great  complaints  against 
the  Sheriff  by  the  membersof  the  bar,  that  they  can’t  get  the  money 
made  on  their  executions  without  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary  delay 
and  trouble.  He  is  absent  sometimes  from  his  office  for  weeks,  which 
is  a  good  excuse  to  lock  up  some  $7,000  to  $10,000  for  three,  four, 
five,  and  six  weeks,  when  money  is  worth  in  the  market  three  per 
cent,  per  month.  We  would  like  to  have  this  money  to  shave  on.  We 
think  it  would  afford  us  a  profitable  business.  This  charge  of  watch¬ 
man’s  fees  is  all  illegal,  and  in  case  of  such  charge  being  made,  the  party 
paying  the  same  can  recover  a  penalty  of  $50  from  the  Sheriff.  This 
practice  should  be  broken  up  by  the  roots ;  and  the  Sheriff  would  not 
then  have  a  host  of  convenient  witnesses,  in  case  he  was  sued  for  mal¬ 
practice  in  office.  We  conceive  it  the  duty  of  every  lawyer  and  good 
citizen  to  demand  of  the  Sheriff  and  every  officer  a  bill  of  particulars 
specifying  each  particular  item,  and  the  amounts  charged,  and  a  re¬ 
ceipt  for  the  same  when  paid.  This  it  is  his  duty  to  give  on  demand 
— not  at  such  time  as  suits  him.  He  usually  requests  you  to  call  again 
to-morrow  at  12.  At  12  he  has  just  stepped  out,  says  the  deputy — 
come  to-morrow.  And  in  this  way  you  may  be  baffled  until  you  em¬ 
ploy  some  fierce  lawyer,  who  goes  at  him,  when  he  crouches  and 
refunds  the  excess,  and  apologizes — thus  it  ends. 
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No.  X. 

sheriff’s  fees  continued. 

In  our  last  communication  we  reviewed  the  history  of  this  office 
briefly,  and  concluded  in  the  enumeration  of  fees  with  the  advertising 
expenses  and  crying  sale  of  property,  amounting  to  $3,  advertising 
82  25,  and  crying  sale  75  cents.  This  is  the  item  in  which  the  great¬ 
est  possible  oppression  is  usually  practised.  An  instance  of  which 
was  gijrnn  in  our  last,  wherein  the  Sheriff  charged  8219  50  for  adver¬ 
tising,  when  the  whole  debt  only  amounted  to  8300.  This  is  one  in¬ 
stance  of  the  many  thousands  (computed  upon  the  same  principle) 
which  occur  in  that  office.  We  speak  advisedly  upon  this  subject ,  and 
know  vdiat  we  say  to  be  true.  The  usual  practice,  upon  sale  of  perso¬ 
nal  property,  such  as  merchandise,  &c.,  is  to  procure  an  auctioneer 
and  take  for  him  a  commission  of  from  five  to  ten  per  cent,  on  the 
amount  of  sale,  and  the  watchman’s  fees  ranging  from  six  to  thirty 
days,  at  81  50,  and  advertising  expenses  from  820  to  8200;  then  the 
Sheriffs  commission  or  poundage  to  be  added.  Suppose  the  sale 
amount  to  $1000,  watchman’s  fees,  twenty  days,  830 ;  auction  com¬ 
missions,  seven  per  cent.,  870;  advertising,  say  $40  ;  Sheriff’s  pound¬ 
age,  $16,  the  legal  fee — you  have  the  Sheriffs  cost  on  the  sale  $156, 
taken  either  off  of  the  creditor  or  defendant,  always  ultimately  de¬ 
volving  upon  the  defendant.  The  legal  fee  for  all  this  service  amounts 
- to  sixteen  dollars,  instead  of  $156,  which  we  consider  is  within  the 
usual  expenses  of  sales.  Then  ask  how  it  is  that  the  Sheriffs  office  is 
so  valuable,  and  how  the  incumbents  are  enabled  to  purchase  magnifi¬ 
cent  houses  costing  from  ten  to  twenty  thousand  dollars,  soon  after 
they  enter  upon  their  duties,  even  if  they  had  not  one  dollar  before! 

The  next  item  in  the  fee  bill  is  “in  summoning  jury  of  inquiry, 
taking  inquisition  and  return,  $3.”  These  inquisitions  are  usually 
held  on  the  last  Friday  of  every  month,  at  the  Rubicam  House,  by  the 
Deputy  Sheriff,  J.  L.  Woolf,  Esq.,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  rents,  issues,  and  profits  of  land  levied  upon  will  satisfy 
the  liens,  &c.,  within  seven  years.  All  the  writs  of  fi.  fa.  upon  which 
a  levy  is  made  upon  land  to  the  term,  are  laid  before  this  jury,  who  pass 
upon  the  same,  generally  without  evidence.  The  usual  charge  is  $9 
for  this  inquisition,  instead  of  $3,  the  legal  fee.  Suppose  there  are  100 
writs  to  the  month,  it  would  make  the  snug  little  excess  of  $600  per 
month,  making  $7,200  per  annum — the  excess  in  one  item.  (CCr’This 
is  still  the  uniform  practice  of  William  Deal,  Esq.,  under  the  ma¬ 
nagement  of  John  Miller,  of  N.  L.,  his  Deputy,  who  knows  it  is 
wrong,  and  a  fraud  upon  the  public,  and  still  he  practises  it.  This 
$3  is  ample  pay  for  all  the  necessary  service.  In  order  to  give  a 
description  of  the  room,  let  us  fancy  a  table  spread  with  wine,  gin, 
brandy,  ice-water,  crackers,  and  cheese,  sitting  in  one  corner  with 
twelve  honest  and  lawful  men  of  the  bailiwick,  around  a  large  table, 
at  the  head  of  which  sits  the  Deputy  Sheriff,  and  a  host  of  lawyers 
stationed  here  and  there  representing  the  interests  of  their  clients, 
some  to  press  a  condemnation,  and  others  to  resist  it.  Evidence  is 
seldom  offered  or  expected.  We  stood  by  upon  one  occasion  when  a 
jury  assessed  damages  upon  a  writ  of  inquiry  at  a  sum  upwards  of 
$2000,  without  a  scintilla  of  proof.  No  note,  bond,  or  other  evidence 
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of  debt  was  exhibited  ;  nor  were  any  witnesses  examined.  Away 
with  this  mock  trial  and  investigation.  We  are  of  those  who  believe 
that  the  Sheriff,  in  holding  these  inquisitions,  performs  a  judicial  act, 
and  cannot  perform  it  by  deputy.  The  deputy  may  be  the  better  man, 
as  he  no  doubt  is,  but  still  he  has  not  all  the  power  and  prerogatives 
of  the  principal,  who  is  clothed  with  judicial  powers  for  certain  pur¬ 
poses.  These  cannot  be  delegated  to  another,  any  more  than  a  Judge 
or  Alderman  can  appoint  a  deputy  to  try  and  adjudge  a  cause.  This 
is  usually  a  standing  jury,  known  to  the  Sheriff — his  personal  and  po¬ 
litical  friends — and  such  as  might  be  biassed  to  the  interests,  of  the 
Sheriff,  by  means  of  which  properties  might  be  condemned  in  order 
to  increase  the  fees  and  poundage  of  that  office.  We  do  not  charge 
this,  but  we  do  say  that  many  properties  are  condemned  by  the  in¬ 
quest  without  any  other  evidence  of  liens  than  what  is  set  forth  in  the 
writ,  greatly  to  the  injury  of  the  defendant  therein.  There  needs 
some  reformation  here— a  Sheriff  should  not  have  it  in  his  power  to 
select  such  men  as  may  further  his  own  interest  by  condemning  pro¬ 
perty  by  which  his  fees  would  be  increased.  This  is  making  a  man 
judge  in  his  own  cause,  nor  should  any  man  be  permitted  to  select  his 
own  jury  to  try  his  own  cause:  if  so,  he  will  not  choose  honest  and 
impartial  men.  The  next  important  item  is — “  Deed  on  sale  of 
land,  including  acknowdedgment,  to  be  paid  by  the  purchaser,  $2.” 
For  this  fee  the  Sheriff  is  required  to  have  the  deeds  WTitten  and  ac¬ 
knowledged  at  bis  own  cost — but  the  practice  is  to  compel  the  pur¬ 
chaser  to  get  the  deed  drawn  himself,  or  pay  the  Sheriff  for  having  it 
done,  usually  $6  for  parchment,  and  then  charge  the  82  for  acknow¬ 
ledgment.  This  is  w  rong.  Purchasers  should  exact  of  the  Sheriff  the 
deed  in  due  form  for  the  82:  it  will  pay  him  for  having  it  drawn  by 
some  clerk  whom  he  necessarily  has  employed. 
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SHERIFF  S  FEES  CONTINUED. 

In  our  last  we  referred  to  the  inquest  held  by  the  Sheriff  to  ascer¬ 
tain  whether  the  rents,  issues,  and  profits  of  real  estate  levied  upon, 
will  pay  the  incumbrances  within  seven  years.  The  usual  charge  has 
been  89.  The  legal  fee  is  83.  One  hundred  writs  to  a  month  would 
make  8600  in  illegal  fees,  for  one  item,  per  month.  If  it  should  hap¬ 
pen  (as  it  often  does)  that  he  has  more  than  one  writ  against  the  same 
defendant,  he  is  not  entitled  to  more  than  50  cents  on  each  writ,  ex¬ 
cept  the  first.  Executing  writs  and  orders  of  partition,  or  valuation, 
attesting  the  jury  and  return,  82  62§.  We  have  known  of  instances 
in  which  the  Sheriffs  of  this  county  have  charged  from  890  to  8160 
for  this  service,  which  have  been  paid  out  of  the  estates  of  orphan 
children,  and  those  left  without  a  competent  protector. 

There  is  in  this  item  great  oppression  practised  with  impunity. 
Persons  interested  are  generally  such  as  are  ignorant  of  their  rights, 
and  incapable  of  seeking  redress  until  too  late.  Executing  Habere 
Facias  possessionem,  relurno  habendo  levari  facias  venditioni  exponas 
or  liberari  facias,  each  75  cents;  return  of  non  est  inventus,  tarde  venit, 
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or  nulla  bona ,  to  such  writ,  183  instead  of  the  75,  for  executing;  serving 
subpoenas,  each  person,  12|;  serving  subpoena  of  divorce,  81;  making 
proclamation  for  divorce,  81  50;  serving  citation  and  return,  50; 
serving  process  on  indictment,  81  ;  every  capital  cause,  82  50;  every 
other  criminal  case,  81.  This  fee  is  taxed  on  every  case  prosecuted 
in  the  criminal  Court,  and  paid  to  the  Sheriff  by  the  county  or  party 
sentenced  to  pay  the  cost.  This  is  a  very  heavy  item;  for  which  the 
Sheriff  renders  no  service.  There  are  some  300  cases  to  a  term — 
making  81800  per  annum  out  of  this  single  item,  without  rendering  any 
equivalent.  Fee  for  discharging  a  prisoner  for  debt,  37,  if  over  $20 ; 
under  that  sum,  25  cents  ;  in  criminal  cases,  37  cents  ;  executing  bail 
piece,  75  cents;  executing  death  Warrant,  812;  each  action  in  Court, 
12L  This  is  charged  on  every  civil  suit  instituted  in  any  Court  of  this 
county.  There  is  no  service  rendered  for  this,  and  considering  the 
number  instituted  in  a  year  in  all  the  Courts,  it  will  amount  to  a  heavy- 
tax  upon  the  people.  Notifying  jurors,  each,  25  cents.  We  have  enu¬ 
merated  all  the  fees  of  the  Sheriff,  with  some  few  unimportant  excep¬ 
tions,  and  if  any  one  is  desirous  to  ascertain  whether  the  Sheriff  has 
overcharged  them  for  any  service  he  has  performed,  that  can  easily  be 
done  by  procuring  the  letters  of  Junius. 

It  is  our  desire  that  this  system  of  public  plunder,  as  practised  by 
the  public  officers,  be  broken  up,  and  we  mean  to  contribute  our  mite 
to  the  attainment  of  that  end.  It  can  be  done,  and  must  be  done,  and 
we  call  upon  the  people,  as  they  hate  oppression  and  love  liberty  and 
justice,  to  come  up  to  their  work,  and  exact  of  these  cormorants  their 
rights.  They  all  tremble  at  the  consequences  now  brought  upon  their 
heads,  by  their  own  folly  and  corruption.  The  people  have  awakened 
to  a  knowledge  of  these  outrages  practised  upon  their  rights,  and  are 
hurling  thunderbolts  of  indignation  at  the  plunderers.  They  are  in¬ 
voking  the  wrath  of  the  Legislature  now  in  session.  They  are  swell¬ 
ing  up  their  names  by  tens  of  thousands,  asking  an  investigation  into 
the  charges  preferred  against  the  Court,  and  its  officers,  and  all  others 
connected  with  the  administration  of  the  law.  They  want  no  more 
“  whitewashing  committees.”  They  want  high-minded  and  pure  men, 
and  such  as  possess  the  moral  courage  to  do  their  duty.  They  want 
a  thorough  investigation — and  they  will  have  it  too  : — and  we  now  tell 
the  Representatives  of  the  people  from  this  city  and  county,  that  who¬ 
ever  is  not  found  at  his  post  and  will  not  aid  us  in  this  investigation, 
will  have  leave  to  remain  at  home  next  session,  and  another  will  fill 
his  seat  who  will  and  dare  investigate  these  outrages  upon  the  people’s 
rights.  What  think  you,  fellow-citizens,  of  an  officer  charging  8219  50 
for  services,  for  which  the  legal  fee  is  82  25  ?  What  think  you  of  him, 
who  shall  charge  8160  for  services  for  which  the  legal  fee  is  82  62i  ? 
Yetwe  find  this  state  of  things  existing  in  your  midst  for  the  last  ten  years 
and  upwards,  and  you  have  been  submitting  to  it  without  a  murmur. 
Will  our  Senators  longer  debate  which  of  the  two  to  choose,  honesty 
in  our  public  officers  or  corruption?  Will  our  citizens  longer  pander 
to  this  depraved  appetite  of  those  cormorants,  or  will  they  exact  a  bill 
of  particulars  and  receipt  for  fees  paid  by  them,  as  they  have  a  legal 
right  to  demand  and  have,  before  the  officer  can  exact  payment  of  the 
fees  claimed?  Let  every  one  adopt  this  course,  and  you  will  soon 
have  the  evil  remedied  in  part. 
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No.  XII. 

sheriff’s  FEES  AND  PLUNDER  CONTINUED - BILL  OF  PARTICULARS - THE  COSTS 

OF  SALE  OF  THE  SEVERAL  PR.OPEFv.TlES  SOLD  MARCH  6,  1848 - PENALTY  FOR 

EXTORTION - HOW  TO  SUE  HIM. 

It  has  been  the  policy  of  every  public  officer  since  the  formation  of 
our  government  to  encroach  upon  the  rights  of  the  citizen.  This  un¬ 
holy  lust  for  power  and  plunder  would  seem  incorporated  in  the  nature 
of  man.  He  is  not  content  with  an  honest  and  fair  compensation  for 
his  services — but  becomes  an  extortioner,  and  takes,  under  colour  of 
his  office,  exorbitant  sums  in  the  shape  of  compensatory  fees.  This 
system  became  so  onerous  to  the  citizens,  that  the  Legislature  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  in  order  to  rectify  it,  passed  an  act  on  the  15th  of  April, 
1834,  entitled,  “  An  act  relating  to  counties  and  townships  and  county 
and  township  officers,”  Pamphlet  Laws,  page  537.  Section  79  reads 
as  follows  :  “  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  sheriff,  his  deputy  or  agent, 
and  of  every  coroner  acting  as  sheriff,  if  a  demand  for  that  purpose 
shall  be  made  immediately  after  receiving  any  of  his  fees,  or  any  written 
security  thereof,  to  deliver  a  bill  of  particulars,  specifying  the  several 
items  contained  therein,  and  the  amount  thereof,  and  to  give  the  party 
paying  such  fees  a  receipt  in  full  therefor,  or  to  endorse  on  such  written 
security  when  taken — that  the  same  was  given  for  fees,  and  to  sign 
the  endorsement  so  to  be  made;  and  if  any  (such  officer)  shall  refuse 
or  neglect  to  give  such  bill  of  particulars  or  receipt,  or  to  make  such 
endorsement,  he  shall  forfeit  and  pay  any  sum  not  exceeding  fifty  dol¬ 
lars  to  the  Commonwealth.” 

This  law  was  found  insufficient  to  prevent  extortion;  and  at  the 
next  session  of  the  Legislature  a  supplement  to  the  above  act  was  passed, 
the  11th  section  of  which,  Pamphlet  Laws,  page  47,  reads  as  follows: 
“  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  sheriff  to  place  and  keep  up  in  some 
conspicuous  part  of  his  office,  the  seventy-ninth  section  of  the  act  en¬ 
titled  “  An  act  relating  to  counties  and  townships  and  county  and 
township  officers,”  (the  section  above  recited,)  “for  the  inspection  of  all 
persons  having  business  in  such  office ;  on  pain  of  forfeiting  for  each 
day  the  same  shall  not,  by  his  neglect,  be  up  as  aforesaid,  the  sum  of 
ten  dollars,  one  half  of  which  penalty  shall  be  for  the  use  of  the  in¬ 
former,  and  the  other  half  for  the  use  of  the  proper  county.”  The 
object  of  this  section  is,  that  persons  shall  be  put  upon  their  guard 
whenever  they  are  about  to  pay  the  fees  of  the  Sheriff ;  that  they 
shall  have  this  warning  before  their  eyes;  that  the  cry  of  “pick¬ 
pocket”  shall  be  sounded  in  their  ears  by  the  sentinels  whom  they  have 
placed  to  guard  their  rights,  as  though  they  were  standing  in  a  den  of 
thieves.  This  would  seem  to  be  the  view  of  that  officer  as  entertained 
by7  the  Legislature  of  Pennsylvania,  or  why  pass  such  stringent  laws? 
They  were  intended  to  guard  the  public  from  imposition,  and  to  remedy 
abuses  acknowledged  to  exist  at  the  time.  Take  these  sections  in  con¬ 
nexion  with  the  twenty-sixth  and  twenty-seventh  sections  of  the  Act 
of  Assembly  passed  the  28th  of  March,  1814,  entitled,  “  An  act  esta- 
blishing  a  fee  bill,”  (Purdon’s  Digest,  title,  Fees,) — which  provides: 
“  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  any  person  to  refuse  payment  of  fees  to 
any  officer  who  will  not  make  out  a  bill  of  particulars  signed  by  him, 
as  also  a  receipt  for  the  same  when  the  fees  are  paid.  And  if  such 
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officer  shall,  in  such  bill  of  particulars,  charge  a  greater  fee  than  is 
allowed  by  law  for  the  services  specified  therein — or  if  he  charge  a 
fee  for  a  service  not  named  and  prescribed  in  the  fee  bill,  or  if  he 
charge  a  fee  therein  prescribed  for  the  service  therein  named  before 
the  service  shall  have  been  done  and  performed — such  officer  shall 
forfeit  a  penalty  of  fifty  dollars  in  any  such  case.”  Thus  it  will  be 
seen  that  the  Sheriff’  forfeits  810  a  day  for  not  placing  in  some  con¬ 
spicuous  position  the  seventy-ninth  section,  which  authorizes  the  party 
about  to  pay  fees  to  demand  a  bill  of  particulars.  The  twenty-seventh 
section  above  recited  authorizes  him  to  withhold  payment  until  such 
bill  is  furnished,  and  if  such  bill  contain  a  greater  fee  than  the  law 
allows  for  the  service  (all  enumerated  in  my  letters  Nos.  10 — 12) — or 
a  fee  charged  before  the  service  is  performed,  for  which  it  is  charge¬ 
able,  or  a  fee  for  a  service  not  enumerated  in  the  “Fee  Bill,” — in  either 
case  the  party  paying  can  sue  and  recover  from  such  officer  850  before 
any  Alderman.  He  must  first  get  the  bill  of  particulars,  then  pay  the 
fees  charged ;  then  get  the  receipt  at  the  foot  of  the  bill,  then  compare 
it  with  our  letters  on  the  law,  or  Purdon’s  Digest,  title,  “  Fees,”  and  if 
found  too  much,  sue  for  the  penalty  of  850,  recover  it,  and  give  it  to 
some  charitable  purpose.  In  this  way  our  public  offices  will  soon  be 
purified,  and  the  incumbents  be  taught  lessons  of  honesty.  They  would 
soon  become  honest  men  in  office,  or  beggars  out  of  office.  This  would 
be  the  alternative.  We  will  be  allowed  an  episode.  The  present 
Sheriff  of  this  county  had  the  seventy-ninth  section,  above-mentioned, 
which  he  is  required  to  keep  up  in  a  conspicuous  place  in  his  office, 
hanging  on  a  nail  under  a  pile  of  papers  in  his  private  apartment ,  so 
that  no  one  should  see  it.  It  was  conspicuous,  indeed  !  ! !  Come,  Mr. 
Sheriff,  show  your  colours.  There  must  be  a  reform  in  your  office. 
You  must  do  your  duty  as  required  by  law,  or  we  shall  complain  to 
you  daily  until  our  importunity  will  give  trouble  to  your  conscience, 
which  to  all  Christian  people  is  their  polar  star.  We  attended  the  sale 
made  by  the  Sheriff  on  the  6th  of  March,  1848,  at  the  Philadelphia 
[Exchange,  and  find  that  he  sold  the  property  of  persons  herein  named, 
at  and  for  the  prices  specified.  In  order  that  each  and  every  person 
interested  in  such  sales  may  know  the  proper  and  legal  costs  of  the 
sheriff,  and  which  he  is  entitled  to  have  out  of  the  proceeds,  or  to  be 
paid  by  the  parties,  plaintiff,  or  defendant,  we  have  taken  the  trouble 
to  make  out  a  legal  bill,  and  give  the  calculation  for  their  benefit.  He 
is  entitled  to  82  25  for  advertising:  75  cents  for  crying  sale;  commission 
or  poundage  two  per  cent,  on  the  first  8300  and  under  that  sum;  one 
per  cent,  on  the  next  8700 — making  813  for  81000;  and  one-half 
per  cent,  on  all  over  the  81000  for  which  the  property  sold.  He  is 
also  entitled  to  83  for  the  inquisition,  if  sold  under  a  ven.  ex. ;  as  well 
as  75  cents  for  executing  the  same.  If  sold  under  a  levari  facias  it  is 
83  less  than  under  a  venditioni  exponas. 


Names  of  Owners. 

j  C.  M.  Young, 
B.  Ash, 

|  Cath.  Duvall, 
R.  Hamilton, 
John  Bomard, 
James  Bird, 


Property  sold. 


Amount  Sheriff's 

of  sale.  Fees. 


Sassafras  Alley,  16  feet,  $175  $10  25 

North  side  of  Pine  Street,  30  feet,  6500  44  25 

Numbers  1,  2,  3,  (all,)  7945  51  53 

S.  side  of  West  St.,  13  feet  4  inches,  200  7  75 

East  side  of  Market  Street,  27  feet,  300  9  75 

North  side  of  Seventh  Street,  18_feet,  800  17  75 
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Names  of  Owners.  Property  sold. 

Geo.  Emerick,  Nos.  1  &  2,  S.  side  Carpenter  St.,  32 
A.  Shoemaker  Todd,  North  side  of  Otter  St.,  13  feet, 


Amount  Sheriff's 
of  sale.  Fees. 


Rich.  James, 
Jos.  H.  Siddel, 
Sami.  Robb, 
Thos.  Griffin, 
Samuel  Moon, 
John  O'Brien, 
Chas.  Burkhart, 
Chas.  Gibbon, 


North  side  of  Wood  Street,  12  feet, 
South  side  of  Hamilton  St.,  100  feet, 
5  houses,  Parrish  &  12th,  173  feet, 
Ridge  Road  above  Green,  16  feet, 
Twelfth  and  Ogden  Streets, 

Schl.  Fifih  and  Wood  Sts.,  29  feet, 
Germantown  Road, 

Parrish  Street,  below  Eighth,  23  ft., 


ft.,  180  10  35 
400  10  75 
20  7  15 

1800  20  75 
4000  28  75 
515  14  90 


1000  13  00 
5  6  85 

5  6  85 


Jos.  Montgomery,  Two  houses,  Clinton  Street, 


700  16  75 
1300  J  8  50 


H.  E.  Wallace, 
John  Corkey, 
Richard  Cochran, 
Jeffries  Wilson, 
Robt.  S,  Carry, 
Daniel  Collom, 


Sixth  Street  above  Parrish,  32  feet, 
Tidmarsh  Street,  15  feet, 

Juniper  Street, 

Hamiltonville, 

Filbert  Street, 

Filbert  Street, 


400  10  75 


20 

70 

30 

225 


7  15 
5  80 

7  35 

8  25 


Daniel  Montague,  Thirteenth  Street, 


John  Williams, 

W.  II.  Smith, 

Jos.  Louderback, 
E.  K.  Price, 

Henry  Toland, 

T.  J.  Learning, 
Martha  Ralston, 
Jacob  Colliday, 
Jacob  Snider  et  a] 
Rudolph  H.  Bartle, 


James  Rafferty, 
John  Q.  Adams, 
George  Purdy, 
Jane  Pringle, 
Samuel  L.  Hibbs, 
David  C.  W^ood, 
Alex.  Quinton, 
John  G.  Iveyser, 
Michael  Baron, 
Charles  Smith, 

J.  R.  Marshall, 
John  Bavington, 
H.  Hopkins, 


Willow  Street,  14  feet, 
Germantown, 

Barclay  Street, 

Cedar  Street, 

Schuylkill  Front  and  Spruce, 
George  Street, 

Wood  Street, 

Locust  Street, 

Eighth  above  Arch, 
louses, 


2600  24  75 
100  8  75 

800  14  75 
1900  21  25 


90 

270 

400 


5  55 
9  15 
10  75 


1120  17  35 
410  10  85 


50  4  00 


O 

12  I 


3450  29  00 
5000  36  75 


Master  Street, 

Manayunk, 

Greenwich,  Nos.  1,  2,  3, 

Turner  Street,  Nos,  1,  2,  3,  4,  5, 
Callowhill  Street, 

Nicholson  Street, 

Manavunk, 

Including  from  No.  1  to  10, 
From  No.  1  to  20,  inclusive, 
Federal  Street, 

Pascal!  Alley, 

Green  Street, 

Numbers  1.  2,  3,  4,  inclusive, 


1 

50 


4 

7 


00 

75 


390  13  30 
65  8  05 

340  13  15 

3  95 

4  75 


10 

50 


700  16  75 
11,525  72  52 
350  13  25 


170 

5 


7  15 
6  85 


Robt.  B.  Hampton  et  ah,  Southwark 


8800  58  65 
40  7  55 


Amounting, 


altogether,  according  to  our  estimate,  to  the  sum 

and  this  comes,  too,  every  month,  mak- 
;721  in  this  one  item  annually,  and  this  the  legal  fees,  and  not 
one  cent  beyond.  Then  tell  us  that  the  officer  cannot  live  by  the 
legal  fees!  This  is  not  true.  He  can  live,  and  that  well,  and  save," 
by  economy,  $10,000  a  year,  by  the  legal  fees.  They  are  plenty  high 
enough  now,  and  when  we  estimate  the  illegal  fees  exacted,  a  fortune 
is  made  in  one  year  in  (hat  office.  In  another  number  we  will  go  into 


of 


>726  75  for  one  night’s  work, 


the  manner  of  doing  business  in  that  office. 


We  dwell  more  at  length 


' 
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upon  the  abuses  connected  with  the  Sheriff’s  office,  because  it  is  the 
great  fountain,  while  all  others  are  mere  tributary  streams.  We  desire 
to  stop  the  fountain,  and  the  others  will  dry  up  and  disappear. 


No.  XIII. 

THE  SHERIFF’S  CHRISTIAN  CHARACTER  CONTINUED - THE  REED-BIRD  SUPPER 

AT  THE  RUBTCAM  HOUSE,  TO  MUZZLE  THE  PRESS  AND  EXCLUDE  OUR  LETTERS 
- THE  PUBLIC  GUARDED  AGAINST  THAT  OFFICE - NOBLE  PLOT - COMPRO¬ 
MISING  CRIME - GAMBLING  HELLS - BILLIARDS,  ETC. - HUSH-MONEY. 

It  is  an  old  maxim,  that  “favours  voluntarily  bestowed  are  never 
appreciated  and  we  see  it  forcibly  exemplified  in  our  relation  with 
the  Sheriff.  We  have  been  labouring  to  instruct  him  in  the  duties  of 
his  office,  in  order  to  save  him  from  exposure  and  contempt.  We  have 
written  four  letters,  which  caused  us  some  trouble,  that  he  may  not 
become  a  prey  to  public  scorn;  that  his  conscience  may  not  reprove 
him  of  a  want  of  fidelity  to  himself  and  to  his  faith.  All  this  we  have, 
as  a  brother,  as  a  child  of  the  same  destiny,  cheerfully  done,  and  in 
turn  we  are  threatened  with  a  prosecution  for  libel,  for  telling  the 
truth!  How  unehrislianlike  is  it  to  strike  the  hand  that  feeds  us;  but 
such  is  the  depravity  of  our  nature.  In  the  regenerated  man  we  have 
a  right  to  expect  more — much  more.  We  have  a  right  to  expect  him 
to  listen  to  “that  still  small  voice”  that  teacheth  us  to  do  unto  others 
as  we  would  have  them  do  unto  us — to  love  our  neighbour  as  ourself 
— and  to  render  unto  every  one  his  just  dues.  This  ice  claim  as  a  right 
from  every  man,  whether  he  be  Jew’  or  Gentile,  Christian  or  infidel. 
The  moral  obligations  that  man  owes  to  man,  as  a  child  of  a  common 
God,  impresses  that  upon  the  conscience,  and  from  which  there  is  no 
escape.  We  may  escape  the  meshes  of  the  law1,  or  (if  betrayed),  by 
bribery  and  corruption  unloose  the  bolts  of  the  dungeon,  and  escape 
corporal  punishment — but  from  the  writhings  of  a  guilty  conscience 
there  is  no  escape.  It  follow’s  us  as  the  shadow  does  the  substance. 
There  is  no  place,  on,  under  or  above  this  earth,  that  can  secure  the 
guilty  from  the  remorse  of  conscience.  Such  is  the  ordinance  of  God, 
and  by  his  holy  signet  stamped  upon  the  immortality  of  man.  We 
have  approached  this  subject  with  due  solemnity,  with  a  singleness  of 
purpose,  with  no  disposition  to  wrong  any  man,  but  to  advocate  the 
rights  of  all.  Society  is  linked  together  for  mutual  protection.  It  is 
sustained  by  mutual  contributions  and  sacrifices,  and  we  have  yet  to 
hear  of  an  instance  in  which  a  neighbour’s  dwelling  was  assailed  in 

!the  hour  of  night  when  all  the  inhabitants  were  asleep,  closing  their 
eyes  in  security  (as  they  suppose),  relying  upon  the  efficiency  of  the  laws 
for  protection,  that  the  hue  and  cry  of  robbers  w'ere  not  heard  from  every 
corner.  Nay,  if  a  poor  famishing  child  steal  a  pound  of  pork  from  the 
shambles  to  feed  his  mother  and  little  ones,  society  hunts  him  down  and 
brands  him  with  infamy — and  yet,  we  find  in  our  very  midst  an  organ¬ 
ized  system  of  robbery  and  plunder,  such  as  put  to  the  blush  all  the 
wrongs  perpetrated  upon  society  by  the  host  of  outlaws  among  us,  and 
no  one  has  the  moral  courage  and  honesty  to  tell  the  truth.  Why  is 
•  this  state  of  things?  Have  we  no  moral  standard-bearers?  Have  wre 
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no  Christian  faith?  Does  position  and  power  muzzle  the  press?  Is  the 
voice  of  honesty  hushed  in  death?  Is  liberty  gagged  in  chains?  We 
will  tear  off  this  mantle  from  their  unholy  brows,  and  exhibit  to  the 
world  the  deformity  of  this  damning  corruption.  This  hand  will  never 
cease  to  write  until  paralyzed  in  death.  We  will  continue  to  tell  those 
tales  of  darkness,  until  consigned  to  the  tomb.  There  are  no  terms  of 
compromise,  but  a  cessation  of  these  abuses.  There  is  one  press,  that 
money,  wine,  birds ,  nor  fish  can  muzzle. 

We  had  that  promise  ere  we  opened  our  batteries  upon  the  Row;  and 
we  know  it  will  never  be  retracted,  for  the  editor  has  felt  the  smart 
himself.  This  much  in  answer  to  the  threatened  prosecution.  We  dare 
any  one  of  you  guilty  ones  to  the  combat.  Prosecution  for  libel ! !  ha  ! 
ha !  ha  !  Try  it,  and  we  will  prove  all  we  say,  and  much  more.  We 
will  then  be  an  investigating  committee  of  one,  and  we  will  give  to  the 
public  facts,  which  we  will  take  from  the  “  documents”  in  our  posses¬ 
sion..  In  our  last  we  adverted  to  the  view  entertained  by  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  of  Pennsylvania  of  the  Sheriff’s  office,  as  indicated  by  those 
stringent  laws.  These  laws  were  enacted  to  remedy  abuses,  and  we 
find  another  one,  passed  March  21,  1843.  Pamph.  Laws,  page  122,  en¬ 
titled  “An  Act  Relative  to  the  County  of  Philadelphia.”  Especially 
to  meet  abuses  here.  Section  1st  prescribes  “  that  it  shall  be  the  duty 
of  the  Sheriff,  on  the  first  Monday  of  every  month,  to  exhibit  to  the 
County  Treasurer  an  account  of  all  the  moneys  received  by  him  or 
his  deputies  for  the  use  of  the  County,  under  oath,  and  pay  the  same 
over  at  once.”  This  was  intended  to  secure  the  jury  fees  of  820,000 
to  which  we  referred  in  a  former  letter,  which  never  gets  into  the 
Treasurv.  This  was  the  evil  to  be  remedied.  We  doubt  whether  the 
present  incumbent  ever  examined  this  law.  Section  2d  provides  “  that 
if  any  Deputy  Sheriff,  bailiff,  jailer,  or  other  officers  employed  by  the 
Sheriff,  shall  take,  demand,  or  have  any  fee  or  charge,  other  or  greater 
than  that  which  is  now  allowed  by  law,  [see  my  former  letters,]  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  to  grant  a  rule  on  the 
Sheriff  to  show  cause  why  he  shall  not  be  dismissed  from  office;  and 
if  the  fact  is  established  they  are  bound  to  turn  him  out,  and  enforce 
it  by  attachment  against  the  Sheriff,  and  he  shall  not  be  reappointed  ; 
and  it  provides  that  the  penalties  against  taking  illegal  fees  shall  re¬ 
main  the  same.”  This  section  was  intended  to  remedy  the  outra¬ 
geous  system  of  taking  bonus  money,  otherwise  called  “  bribes,”  to 
favour  the  parties,  one  or  the  offier.  Sometimes  a  plaintiff  who  seeks 
to  oppress  a  defendant  to  coerce  him  into  measures,  or  “  shop  him  up.” 
Then  the  deputy  becomes  the  tool  of  the  plaintiff  for  his  purpose,  or 
if  he  have  an  execution  against  defendant — the  defendant  don’t  want 
to  be  exposed — he  pays  him  “  watchman’ s  fees"  to  stay  away.  [See 
my  former  letters  describing  this  practice.]  This  law  is  an  “omnibus 
bill,”  but  it  is  the  law — and,  if  the  facts  were  known,  there  are  very 
few  officers  about  the  Sheriff’s  office  now  but  what  it  would  back  out; 
and  we  could  invite  the  attention  of  the  County  Treasurer  to  the  1 1th 
and  12th  sections  of  the  same  act.  As  an  evidence  of  the  practice  of 
public  officers,  we  find  an  Act  of  Assembly,  passed  March  2£>,  1831, 
Pamphlet  L.,  211,  for  the  prevention  of  extortions,  the  first  sections  of 
which  provides,  that  if  any  officer,  including  Sheriffs,  Prothonotaries, 
Register,  Recorder,  Clerks  of  the  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  and  Or¬ 
phans’  Court,  Attorneys-at-law,  Attorneys-General,  Inspectors  of  Salt, 
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Grain,  &c.,  County  Treasurer,  Auditors,  Aldermen,  and  Constables, 
shall  wilfully,  fraudulently,  and  corruptly  charge,  demand,  and  take 
any  of  the  fees  in  the  acts  of  assembly  limited  and  appointed,  [see  my 
letters^  when  the,  business  for  which  such  fees  are  chargeable  shall  not 
have  been  done  and  performed,  or  if  he  wilfully,  &c.,  take  a  fee  for 
any  service  or  services  other  than  those  expressly  provided  for  by  the 
said  acts  of  assembly,  in  addition  to  the  penalties  (§50)  shall  be  liable 
to  prosecution  by  indictment_/or  a  misdemeanor  in  office:  provided  the 
prosecution  be  commenced  within  one  year  from  the  taking  the  fees. 
Thus  we  find  the  penalty  of  §50  for  taking  an  illegal  fee,  as  prescribed 
in  the  fee  bill  of  1814  and  1821,  was  not  sufficient  to  suppress  the 
wrong.  It  requires  a  more  stringent  law  still,  and  in  1831  it  is  made  a 
misdemeanor  in  office.  This  is  violated  every  day  in  this  city.  Money 
is  corruptly  charged  and  taken  by  two-thirds  of  all  the  officers  in  the 
Commonwealth,  named  in  the  fee  bill,  and  still  we  hear  of  no  prose¬ 
cutions.  We  have  known  of  one  prosecution,  but  it  was  smothered 
up  by  those  whose  obligations  to  society  required  that  it  should  be 
brought  to  light.  This  is  too  frequently  the  case.  Many,  very  many 
cases,  are  compromised  after  they  are  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
officers  of  the  laws.  Every  manner  and  grade  of  offence  is  compro¬ 
mised  by  and  between  the  parties,  prosecutor  and  defendant,  and  no 
return  is  had.  False  pretence  cases,  forgeries,  counterfeiting,  assaults, 
&c.,  with  intent  to  kill,  &c.,  have  been  “  made  up,”  and  in  this  way 
the  morals  of  the  community  are  destroyed.  A  man  may  keep  a  gam¬ 
bling  hell,  billiard  saloon,  and  tippling  house,  otherwise  called  “  refec¬ 
tory,”  in  the  face  of  day,  and  be  visited  by  the  officers  w'hose  duty  and 
oath  requires  them  to  take  measures  to  suppress  them.  If  some  one 
chances  to  get  robbed  there,  or  beastly  intoxicated,  and  complaint  is 
made  to  a  magistrate  to  bind  over,  the  warrant  is  issued,  and  per¬ 
chance  the  defendant  bound  over,  when,  if  pressed  by  the  prosecutor, 
the  bill  of  indictment  is  lost,  or  a  nolle  pros,  is  entered  upon  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Alderman.  Away  with  this  mockery  of  justice. 
Bring  forth  your  Committees  of  Investigation.  Let  us  have  such  as 
will  report  according  to  the  evidence  offered  and  received.  No  dis¬ 
torting.  Let  the  honest  be  justified  and  guilty  condemned.  Let  no 
private  pique  nor  mercenary  plunder  tempt  them  to  swerve  from  duty. 
None  such  as  we  have  hitherto  had; — none  such  as  would  misinter¬ 
pret  the  evidence,  and  wrong  the  best,  while  the  worst  was  suffered  to 
escape.  More  anon. 


No.  XIV. 

THE  SHERIFF  CONTINUED - HIS  PRACTICE  UNDER  WRITS - “  WATCHMAN’S  FEES” 

- PAYING  OVER  MONEY  TO  PARTIES - DEPUTY’S  SALARY' - INDEMNITY  TO 

SHERIFF. 

We  propose  now  to  conclude  our  remarks  upon  the  Sheriff,  except 
our  monthly  letter  exhibiting  his  legal  fees  in  the  sales  of  real  estate. 
When  an  execution  is  placed  in  his  hands  for  personal  estate,  he  usu¬ 
ally  defers  the  sale  until  at,  near,  or  after  the  return  day,  if  the  defen¬ 
dant  will  agree  to  pay  a  bonus  for  such  indulgence  by  way  of  watch¬ 
man’s  fees,  or  secret  bribes  to  the  Deputy ;  or,  in  case  of  a  refusal 
upon  the  part  of  a  defendant  to  pay  such  fees,  he  advertises  and  sells 
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immediately,  and  then  retains  the  money  until  he  can  retain  it  no 
longer,  unless  the  plaintiff  will  agree  to  pay  his  exorbitant  and  extor¬ 
tionate  charges,  or  offer  other  inducements  to  him  to  pay  the  same. 
If  he  has  no  legal  ground  for  withholding  the  same  from  the  plaintiff, 
some  attorney  is  found  subservient  to  that  purpose,  who  claims  an  in¬ 
terest  in  the  fund,  and  notifies  the  Sheriff  not  to  pay  it  over.  This 
gives  him  a  pretext  for  not  paying  over  the  money.  We  have  known 
of  instances  in  which  money  has  been  promised  to  be  paid  over  day 
after  day,  until  the  party  had  called  eleven  times  for  it,  and  there  was 
always  an  excuse  for  the  non-payment.  Sometimes,  and  generally,  the 
“  Sheriff  has  just  stepped  out,” — of  course  out  the  back  door  while 
the  claimant  walked  into  the  front.  The  public  have  a  right  to  expect 
a  different  state  of  things  from  this  officer.  They  should  look  for  a 
faithful  and  impartial  administration  of  the  duties  of  his  office,  after 
the  many  promises  made  by  him  before  his  election.  This  practice 
we  consider  a  prostitution  of  his  high  prerogatives,  and  unbecoming 
an  honourable  officer.  If  the  execution  be  against  real  estate,  upon 
the  sale  of  that,  he  usually  pays  the  money  into  Court,  where  it  is 
locked  up  for  years,  until  a  large  proportion  is  absorbed  by  the  Audi¬ 
tors  and  Lawyers,  each  securing  his  slice.  This  the  Sheriff  has  a 
perfect  right  to  do.  He  is  not  bound  to  distribute  the  funds,  but  in 
most  cases  he  can  do  it  with  comparatively  little  risk  to  himself,  by 
procuring  the  certificates  from  the  proper  officers  showing  the  incum¬ 
brances  against  the  same.  We  make  no  complaints  of  the  Sheriff  for 
insisting  upon  all  his  rights,  but  he  should  act  upon  principle,  and  be 
governed  by  the  circumstances  of  each  case,  without  regard  to  his 
fees — which  control  his  actions  altogether.  If  the  party  asking  him 
to  distribute  the  fund  will  agree  to  pay  his  charges,  and  allow  him  to 
take  therefrom  what  he  pleases,  then  in  most  cases  he  takes  the  re¬ 
sponsibility,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  party  confine  him  to  the  legal 
fees,  then  he  declines  to  distribute,  and  pays  the  money  into  court, 
usually  after  being  ruled,  and  sometimes  threatened  with  an  attach¬ 
ment  before  it  is  done.  This  is  all  wrong.  It  gives  that  officer  the 
power  to  convert  his  office  into  an  engine  of  oppression  to  the  citizen; 
it  in  effect  gives  him  the  privilege  to  withhold  their  money,  and  w'aste 
and  squander  it,  unless  they  will  consent  to  allow  him  what  he  pleases 
to  charge.  This  community  have  no  conceptions  of  the  abuses  prac¬ 
tised  in  that  office.  The  most  perfect  disregard  to  all  laws,  human 
and  divine.  The  Sheriff  has  four  regular  deputies,  whose  salaries  are 
1300  each,  as  we  have  been  informed  by  several  of  them.  These  men 
have  large  families  to  maintain,  have  abandoned  the  pursuit  of  some 
honest  calling,  for  a  position  in  that  office.  It  is  knowm  to  all  that  they 
can’t  live  by  this  stipend — and  in  the  honest  administration  of  that 
office  they  are  unable  to  make  one  cent.  All  the  legal  fees  go  to  the 
Sheriff  himself.  Every  service  they  perform  is  done  for  him,  and  he 
gets  the  fees  prescribed  by  law,  and  in  most  instances  ten  times  the 
legal  fee,  while  the  deputy  gets  nothing.  We  all  know  how  they  live, 
and  how  some  of  them  have  hitherto  made  money,  but  the  public  are 
becoming  awakened  to  these  outrages,  and  we  are  informed  the  Sheriff 
disgorges,  in  consequence  of  our  letters,  daily.  That  is  right;  make 
him  disgorge  all  ill-gotten  gains.  These  watchmen  fees  are  all  illegal, 
and  so  is  every  fee  to  the  Deputy  for  any  purpose.  The  fees  should  all 
he  paid  to  the  Sheriff  upon  his  bill  of  particulars  (which  you  have  a 
legal  right  to  demand)  and  receipt.  Pay  no  fees  without  it  to  any  one, 
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and  you  are  safe.  These  deputies,  who  perform  all  the  labour,  and 
assume  all  the  responsibility  incident  to  that  office,  should  be  well  paid. 
They  give  bond  to  the  principal  for  the  faithful  execution  of  all  pro¬ 
cess,  and  are  liable  for  a  breach  thereof.  Then  why  not  have  them 
paid?  Why  iet  the  Sheriff  pocket  all,  and  his  deputies  starve  for 
bread,  or  filch  it  from  the  pockets  of  the  people?  This  is  the  alterna¬ 
tive  in  the  present  administration  of  affairs. 

In  case  a  levy  is  made  on  personal  property  claimed  by  a  third  per¬ 
son,  under  oath,  the  Sheriff  has  the  right  to  ask  the  Court  to  enlarge 
the  return-day  of  the  writ  until  either  the  plaintiff  or  party  claiming 
the  goods  will  indemnify  him  against  loss,  either  from  a  sale  of  the 
goods  or  a  return  of  nulla  bona.  (CQ^This  law  is  altered,  and  a  feigned 
issue  is  directed  by  the  Court  to  try  the  right  of  property  levied  upon, 
which  is  conclusive  of  the  question  settled.  The  abuse  of  watchmen’s 
fees  is  still  practised  by  Mr.  Deal,  the  present  sheriff,  to  its  fullest 
extent.)  But  this  indemnity  is  not  discretionary  with  the  Sheriff — it 
must  be  a  reasonable  indemnity — such  as  a  jury  of  twelve  men  will 
consider  right  and  reasonable  for  him  to  have,  and  the  party  to  give; 
and  for  the  taking  and  drawing  of  this  bond  he  is  entitled  to  the  fee 
of  37 §  cents,  instead  of  $5,  the  usual  charge;  and  even  if  indemnified 
by  the  plaintiff  to  go  on  and  sell,  he  is  not  compelled  to  sell;  but  he 
can  take  security  from  the  other  party,  and  return  the  writ  nulla 
bona.  This,  however,  he  does  at  his  peril;  but  it  drives  the  plaintiff 
into  a  seven  years’  lawsuit.  Here  is  a  source  of  oppression  and  abuse 
that  calls  loudly  for  legislative  interposition.  The  Sheriff,  if  he  be  so 
disposed,  can  prevent  any  man  from  recovering  his  debt,  and  not  be 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  in  office.  He  could  take  bond  of  the  party 
setting  up  a  fictitious  claim  of  property,  and  uniformly  drive  the 
plaintiff  to  an  action  against  the  Sheriff  for  damages  for  a  false  return, 
which  would  cost  him  all  he  would  get  at  the  end  of  the  lawsuit — 
taking  into  consideration  the  suit,  the  proceeding,  the  trial,  motion  for 
new  trial — second  or  third  trial — or  worse,  as  is  sometimes  the  case — 
that  of  error  to  Supreme  Court — reversal  trial  again,  &c.,  and  in  this 
way  have  a  seven  years’  lawsuit  before  the  money  is  got,  and  finally 
perhaps  by  the  time  the  final  judgment  is  recovered — the  Sheriff  and 
all  his  sureties  are  dead  and  insolvent,  and  thus  ends  the  lawsuit.  We 
would  advise  all  parties  to  keep  out  of  law.  We  have  too  much  law 
and  too  little  justice.  In  our  next,  we  will  pay  our  respects  to  the 
Register. 


No.  XV. 

INVESTIGATING  COMMITTEE  FROM  HARRISBURG - TAVERN  BORERS - “BLACK 

MAIL” - JUDICIAL  FAVORITISM - COURT  PATRONAGE - RELATIVES  AUDITORS 

- THEIR  FEES,  ETC. 

We  belong  to  that  class  of  citizens  who  respect  men  for  their  fidelity, 
talent,  and  merit,  and  no  gaudy  plumes,  nor  trappings  of  honour,  nor  high- 
sounding  titles,  can  inspire  our  confidence,  if  the  germ  of  human  great¬ 
ness,  honesty,  be  wanting.  We  have  been  instrumental,  so  far  as  our 
humble  abilities  could  contribute,  in  raising  this  committee,  in  order  that 
the  corruptions  connected  with  our  judiciary  might  be  exposed  to  the 
indignation  of  an  injured  and  plundered  people.  We  have  endeavoured 
to  raise  such  an  institution  as  would  investigate  the  subject-matter,  probe 
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the  cankered  ulcer,  and  elicit  the  truth — the  whole  truth.  We  are,  and 
ever  have  been  opposed  to  half-way  men  and  measures.  Let  us  have  a 
thorough,  rigid,  impartial  and  uncompromising  investigation,  and  you 
will  then  relieve  the  Judges  of  those  courts  from  suspicion,  or  condemn 
them  for  the  frauds  and  mal-practices  in  office.  One  or  the  other  we 
require  at  your  hands.  We  have  a  right  to  ask  a  full,  fair  and  impartial 
investigation — nothing  short  will  satisfy  us.  We  have  written  over  and 
over  again  upon  this  subject.  We  have  expended  years  of  toil  in  exami¬ 
nation  and  exploration  of  the  public  and  private  records  and  dockets 
along  the  Row,  and  we  can  speak  advisedly  upon  the  subject.  Nay  more, 
ice  know  that  our  real  name  has  been  given  you,  and  you  have  been 
informed  of  the  facts  in  our  possession  and  knowledge,  which  cannot  be 
elicited  by  the  interrogatories  you  have  chosen  to  propound  to  the  wit¬ 
nesses.  These  interrogatories  are  not  calculated,  if  designed,  to  discover 
the  truth  or  throw  light  upon  the  subject-matter  to  which  they  refer.  They 
can  all  be  fully  answered,  and  you,  as  well  as  the  public,  and  the  honour¬ 
able  body  which  you  represent,  v\  ill  be  as  unenlightened  as  before  the  in¬ 
stitution  of  the  inquiry.  You  have  now  examined  some  twenty  lawyers, 
and  you  cannot  inform  the  community  “  what  is  the  extent  of  the  pa¬ 
tronage  of  said  courts  as  exercised  by  them,  and  what  the  value  of  the 
same  per  annum  to  the  recipients  of  its  favours.”  No,  the  lawyers  whom 
you  have  examined  can't  tell,  for  the  reason  that  many  of  them  have 
been  the  especial  pets  of  the  Judges;  one  of  whom  has  been  appointed 
Auditor  in  the  Orphans’  Court  alone,  fifty-four  times  in  the  short  space 
of  twenty  months,  and  how  often  during  the  same  time  in  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas,  we  did  not  examine,  but  certainly  not  a  few.  It  may 
seem  strange  that  you  happened  to  get  the  names  of  those  witnesses. 
These  men  are  presumed  to  be  the  particular  friends  of  the  Judges,  or 
their  names  would  not  have  been  given  you.  Those  with  whom  you  com¬ 
municate  do  not  desire  universal  light;  they  have  a  private  pique  to 
gratify  against  one  or  more  of  the  Judges,  but  they  have  missed  their 
aim  in  one  or  two  instances,  as  the  testimony  will  show;  and  to  our 
surprise,  and  the  astonishment  of  all  the  spectators,  you  cautioned  Mr. 
Guillou  not  to  speak  of  the  corruptions  and  patronage  of  the  licensing 
system,  as  practised  in  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions.  Why  this  cau¬ 
tion?  Why  frame  these  interrogatories  so  as  not  to  discover  the  truth, 
the  whole  truth?  Why  not  swear  the  witnesses  generally  to  tell  the 
whole  truth?  Why  confine  the  inquiry  to  the  practice  of  appointing 
auditors,  &c.  ?  Why  not  extend  it  to  the  appointment  of  “Tavern 
examiners,”  or  such  men  as  the  Court  appoint  to  view  the  premises  of 
the  applicants  for  license,  and  thereby  discover  the  exact  extent  of  their 
patronage  in  this  department,  and  in  order  to  ascertain  the  value  per 
annum  to  these  appointees  and  their  coadjutors ,  subpoena  the  tavern- 
keepers,  and  they  will  tell  you  a  tale.  They  will  disclose  to  you  the 
secret  mine  of  weahh,  to  which  the  Court  holds  the  keys.  They  will  tell 
you  how  they  have  been  plundered,  and  by  whom — what  amount  of 
“  black  mail”  has  been  levied,  and  at  whose  instance.  Why  caution  Mr. 
G.  to  make  direct  answers  to  the  interrogatories,  if  your  object  be  to  elicit 
facts  from  which  you  can  calculate  the  exact  extent  of  the  patronage,  and 
the  value  thereof  to  the  recipients?  He  doubtless  would  have  given 
you  some  light  upon  the  subject.  There  is  no  doubt  but  the  patronage 
of  the  Common  Pleas,  Orphans’  Court,  and  Quarter  Sessions,  may  safely 
be  estimated  at  $30,000  per  annum,  and  that  two-thirds  of  that  sum  goes 
into  the  families  of  some  of  the  Judges,  and  among  the  friends  of  the 
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others  who  have  no  immediate  relatives  to  provide  for.  Nor  is  there 
any  doubt  that  three  Judges  would  be  amply  sufficient  to  discharge  effec¬ 
tually  all  the  business  of  these  Courts,  if  they  were  disposed  to  icorlc,  as 
industrious  men  intrusted  with  such  reponsibilities  should  do.  There 
can  be  no  complainst  against  Judge  Parsons  in  point  of  industry  and 
capability  and  efficiency  for  his  position.  He  is  an  enduring  labouring 
man ;  but  his  manners  and  temper  are  objectionable.  We  see  no  objection 
to  the  doctrine  of  “  providing  for  one’s  own  household.”  It  only  affects 
such  as  desire  these  crumbs  themselves.  The  objection  lies  in  the  in¬ 
competency  of  some  of  this  family,  and  the  enormity  of  the  charges. 
This  becomes,  by  abuse,  a  system  of  corruption.  It  needs  legislative 
interposition.  The  gentlemen  of  the  bar  whom  you  have  examined, 
say  the  system  cannot  be  improved,  and  that  the  Judges  should  have  that 
power.  This  is  idle — there  is  no  reason  for  it;  you  ask  opinions:  to 
us  they  are  worthless,  unless  founded  upon  reason,  philosophy,  or  law. 
What  reason  can  be  adduced  to  invest  such  power  in  a  Judge?  Why 
not  let  the  people  elect  two  Auditors,  learned  in  the  law,  who  shall  and 
can  audit  all  the  accounts  that  pass  through  all  these  Courts  annually? 
They  would  be  removed  from  all  suspicion  or  temptation.  Give  them 
a  stated  salary,  or  allow  them  a  tariff  of  fees,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  estate. 
We  would  advocate  a  stated  salary  to  all  public  officers,  and  let  there 
be  a  tax  either  in  the  shape  of  fees  or  otherwise  to  meet  the  payment 
thereof. 

In  conclusion,  we  beg  leave  to  say,  that  if  you  desire  information, 
call  upon  us,  and  we  will  go  with  you  through  all  these  offices,  and 
explain  to  you  the  abuses,  where  they  exist,  and  to  what  extent,  and 
we  will  prove  it  by  the  records.  If  you  go  home  as  you  came,  it  will 
be  your  own  fault ;  and  the  people  will  hold  you  responsible  for  the 
consequences.  The  light  shines  from  the  east,  and  you  should  not 
look  to  the  west  to  enlighten  }Tour  understandings.  Nor  should  you 
get  behind  some  object  to  prevent  it  from  shining  upon  you.  Stand 
out  in  bold  relief,  and  the  people  will  sustain  you.  Cower  not,  nor 
crouch  to  the  influence  of  the  judiciary.  You  are  clothed  with  great 
power  and  intrusted  with  solemn  responsibilities,  which  you  are  called 
upon  to  discharge,  and  by  a  full  and  faithful  compliance  with  your 
duties  you  will  confer  a  great  favour  upon  this  community,  and  oblige 
Junius. 

These  men — Messrs.  Darsie,  Streeter,  and  Johnson  of  Erie,  returned 
to  the  Senate,  and  in  their  report  suppressed  the  entire  testimony  of 
F.  E.  Brewster,  Esq.,  by  which  they  have  disgraced  themselves. 
Shame  on  such  men  for  ever  ! ! 


No.  NVI. 

THE  REGISTER’S  OFFICE - HIS  FEES - HONEST  MAN. 

“In  our  intercourse  with  the  present  incumbent,  Alexander  Brown, 
Esq.,  we  have  had  no  reason  to  complain  either  of  a  want  of  capacity 
or  integrity  in  that  officer.”  He  is  an  attentive,  faithful,  accommodating 
officer  and  honest  man.  ( QjjM  would  that  I  could  say  the  same  of  Dr. 
Bunting,  the  present  incumbent.  This  I  cannot,  for  his  conduct  will 
not  justify  me.)  “  We  would  be  glad  if  we  could  say  so  of  all  others 
along  the  Row.  He  may  have  charged  illegal  fees,  hut  if  it  be  named 
to  him,  it  will  be  corrected  without  hesitation.  His  fees  are  as  fol- 
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lows:  Probate  of  wills  and  letters  testamentary  thereon,  $1  ;  record¬ 
ing  the  same,  for  every  ten  words,  1  cent;  letters  of  administration, 
75  cents  ;  taking  and  recording  bond  of  executors  or  administrators, 
$1  50 ;  filing  and  entering  renunciation  of  executor  or  administrator, 
25  cents;  annexing  will,  for  ten  words,  1  cent;  issuing  citation  with 
seal,  50  cents;  entering  caveat  against  the  probate  of  a  will  or  grant¬ 
ing  letters  of  administration,  25  cents  ;  filing  list  of  articles  appraised, 
25  cents;  filing  list  of  articles  sold  at  vendue,  25  cents;  examining, 
passing  and  filing  the  accounts  of  an  executor  or  administrator,  $2  50  ; 
advertising  executors’  or  administrators’  accounts,  $2  00;  advertising 
guardians’  accounts,  $1  ;  every  copy,  if  demanded,  of  said  account, 
not  exceeding  seventy-five  items,  with  certificate  and  seal,  $1 ;  every 
additional  item,  1  cent;  subpoena,  37^  ;  every  name  after  the  first,  6 
cents;  holding  Register’s  Court,  per  day,  $2;  every  search,  when  no 
other  service  is  performed  for  which  fees  are  allowed,  12|  cents; 
certificate  and  seal,  50  cents; — and  by  act  of  April  15,  1832, 
Pamphlet  L.  135,  there  is  added,  for  issuing  commission  to  take  testi¬ 
mony  of  witnesses,  75 ;  for  issuing  a  precept  for  an  issue,  374  ;  for 
entering  an  exception  to  an  Administrator’s  or  Executor’s  bond,  and 
hearing  the  same,  50  ;  for  copy  of  any  bond  filed  in  his  office,  50 ;  for 
commission  on  taxes  received  by  him  for  the  use  of  the  Common¬ 
wealth,  3  cents  on  each  dollar:  Provided,  In  case  the  entire  estate  of 
the  decedent  shall  not  exceed  $250,  the  Register  shall  receive,  in  lieu 
of  all  fees  hereinbefore  enumerated  (except  the  granting  of  Letters  of 
Administration  or  Testamentary,)  the  sum  of  two  dollars,  and  no  more. 
That  is,  $2  00  for  all  duties  to  be  by  them  performed,  if  the  estate  do 
not  exceed  $250.  This  sum  does  not  include  the  granting  of  Letters 
of  Administration  nor  Probate  of  the  Will  above  mentioned.  The 
Register  is  required  also  to  demand  and  receive  a  tax  of  50  for  the 
use  of  the  Commonwealth  from  the  Executor  or  Administrator  of  each 
and  every  estate,  upon  the  granting  the  letters  to  the  same. 

The  Register  and  any  two  of  the  Judges  of  the  Common  Pleas  can 
hold  a  Register’s  Court,  who  are  bound,  at  the  request  of  either  party 
disputing  a  fact  before  them,  to  direct  an  issue  to  be  tried  before  the 
Common  Pleas.  This  is  what  they  call  a  “feigned  issue;”  and  upon 
a  final  decree  made  by  the  said  Court,  after  the  facts  so  found,  either 
party  may  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court,  provided  the  matter  in  con¬ 
troversy  shall  exceed  $150.  And  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Register  to 
keep  a  record  of  the  proceedings  before  such  Court  in  a  docket  for 
that  purpose.  We  are  not  aware  that  it  is  done.  It  will  be  seen  by 
the  fees  herein  prescribed,  that  the  Register  is  entitled  to  $1  for  the 
probate  of  a  will  and  the  granting  of  letters  testamentary  thereon;  and 
1  cent  for  every  ten  words  in  the  will  to  be  added.  Then  add  the 
oath  of  the  party  and  securities,  if  he  give  any.  The  letters  of  admi¬ 
nistration  and  bond,  $2  26,  with  6  cents  for  each  oath;  this  consti¬ 
tutes  the  fee  on  the  granting  letters  of  administration.  Any  one  can 
calculate  these  fees  without  difficulty.  We  have  heard  of  great  abuse 
in  this  office  before  the  present  incumbent  took  his  seat.  But  we  in¬ 
voke  even  upon  him  the  vigilance  of  the  people.  He  is  compelled  to 
give  a  bill  of  particulars  and  receipt  for  his  fees  the  same  as  any 
other  officer,  and  this  ice  know  he  will  cheerfully  do,  if  requested. 
He  is  not  a  man  that  desires  to  plunder  the  public,  as  some  of  his  pre¬ 
decessors  have  hitherto  done.  We  can’t  pass  this  officer  by  without 
a  just  encomium  upon  his  official  acts.  He  is  one  of  the  most  endur- 


39 


ing,  accommodating,  prompt  and  energetic  officers  we  have  in  this 
community,  and  he  won’t  fail  to  pay  over  to  the  Commonwealth  the 
money  received  for  her  use,  and  her  proportion  of  the  fees  over 
$1500,  as  the  law  requires.  The  public  should  compare  the  amounts 
received  from  him  with  those  received  from  his  predecessor  by  the 
Auditor-General,  and  they  will  then  learn  how  to  appreciate  a  faithful 
public  officer.  There  is  a  difference  of  some  thousands  a  year. 


No.  XVII. 

THE  RECORDER  OF  DEEDS - HIS  FEES - FAITHFUL  OFFICER. 

We  can  well  congratulate  the  good  people  of  this  city  in  their  se¬ 
lection  of  Andrew  Miller,  Esq.,  the  present  efficient  Recorder  of 
Deeds  for  this  county.  He  does  not  belong  to  the  same  political  party 
with  ourself,  but  he  seeks  to  promote  the  same  principles,  by  elevating 
the  moral  standard  of  public  officers  by  his  example.  We  can  say 
the  same  of  him  that  we  said  in  our  last  of  the  Register  of  Wills. 
He  is  an  efficient  officer  and  gentlemanly  and  honest  man.  There 
are  no  extortions  practised  in  that  office  with  his  knowledge.  ([CP  The 
reverse  is  the  case  with  George  W.  Colladay.  He  practises  extortion 
every  day  and  wherever  he  can, in  defiance  of  law  and  my  admonitions.) 

Yet  we  fear  there  are  illegal  fees  taken,  and  in  order  to  enable 
the  people  to  calculate  for  themselves,  we  here  insert  his  fees.  For 
recording  and  exemplifying  deeds  and  other  writings,  for  every  ten 
words,  l  cent;  certificate  and  seal,  37^  cents.  This  includes  the 
search  necessary  to  make  the  certificate,  and  he  has  no  right  to  charge 
12 h  cents  for  the  search  into  one  or  any  number  of  books.  He  is 
hound  to  search  and  certify  both  for  37|.  If  there  is  no  other  service 
to  which  there  is  a  fee  attached,  he  is  entitled  for  the  search  12|  cents, 
whether  it  be  done  by  him  or  by  any  other  person,  except  officers  of 
the  court.  Entering  satisfaction  on  mortgages,  with  certificate 
thereon,  50  cents. 

He  is  also  required  to  charge  a  tax  of  50  cents  on  every  instrument 
left  to  be  recorded;  this  is  for  the  commonwealth.  It  is  easy  for  any 
person  to  calculate  the  cost  of  recording  a  deed  before  they  take  it  to 
the  office;  count  the  words  and  divide  them  by  ten,  and  add  thereto 
37i,  and  you  have  the  legal  fee  of  the  recorder.  Then  he  is  entitled 
to  a  fee  of  37^  for  certifying  mortgages  and  conveyances  of  real 
estate.  For  each  name  against  which  he  certifies,  37^.  »  In  this  item 
we  are  informed  they  usually  charge  12§  cents  for  each  book  they 
examine,  or  each  mortgage  they  find.  This  is  wrong  and  illegal,  and 
renders  the  officer  liable  for  a  penalty  of  fifty  dollars. 

He  likewise  is  bound  to  give  a  bill  of  particulars  and  receipt,  wher¬ 
ever  his  fees  are  paid ;  and  from  our  knowledge  of  the  man  it  will  be 
given  cheerfully.  We  hope  he  will  set  the  example  in  regard  to 
searches — 37 £  cents  will  pay  well  for  all  the  service,  taking  it  in  con¬ 
nexion  with  the  recording  of  deeds.  A  man  can  make  $10  per  day, 
one  day  with  another,  at  1  cent  for  every  ten  words,  and  one-fourth 
pays  the  clerks  well.  We  also  call  attention  to  the  Auditor-General’s 
report  touching  the  administration  of  this  officer,  and  you  will  behold 
a  striking  contrast  with  his  predecessor.  He  has  paid  dollars  wrhen 
the  other  has  not  paid  cents.  So  much  for  an  honest  and  faithful 
officer  to  the  Commonwealth  and  the  public. 
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No.  XVIII. 

THE  PROTHONOTARY  OF  THE  SUPREME  COURT - GOOD  SELECTION - HIS  FEES - 

GOOD  OFFICER. 

It  is  only  necessary  for  us  to  mention  the  name  of  this  officer  and 
then  give  the  fees  as  prescribed  by  statute.  There  are  no  abuses  here 
that  we  are  prepared  to  complain  of.  J.  S.  Cohen,  Esq.,  is  an  indus¬ 
trious,  energetic,  and  conscientious  officer.  He  will  not  knowingly 
take  one  cent  off  of  any  one — but  would  rather  wrong  himself  than 
any  citizen.  But  that  the  people  may  know  how  to  calculate  his  fees, 
we  give  the  bill.  The  fees  received  by  him  as  Prothonotary  of  the 
Court  of  Nisi  Prius  having  original  jurisdiction,  are  the  same  as  those 
prescribed  for  the  Prothonotary  of  the  District  Court,  as  enumerated 
in  our  Letter,  No.  VIII.,  which  is  also  applicable  to  the  Prothonotary 
of  the  Courts  of  Common  Pleas.  And  the  same  abuses  exist  in  the 
Common  Pleas,  in  a  great  measure,  that  are  countenanced  in  the 
Prothonotaries’  office  of  the  District  Court,  to  which  we  will  here¬ 
after  refer.  But  Mr.  Cohen,  as  officer  of  the  Supreme  Court,  having 
appellate  jurisdiction,  is  entitled,  in  addition  to  those  referred  to — to 
the  following : 

Issuing  writ  (of  error)  taking  recognizance,  docketing,  and  return, 
$1  50.  The  State  has  a  tax  of  63  50  on  this  writ,  making  $5  00. 
Then,  by  a  late  law,  the  State  Reporter  $1  00,  making  on  a  writ  of 
error  $6  00,  to  be  paid  when  taking  out  the  writ;  each  continuance, 
9  cents  ;  all  services  rendered  in  any  cause  from  an  inferior  Court, 
including  entry  of  judgment,  $1  50;  issuing  and  docketing  execution, 
Si  00;  certiorari  on  suggestion  of  diminution  of  record  and  return 
thereon,  $1  00;  issue  list,  9  cents;  remittitur  to  writ  of  error,  75; 
filing  affidavit  and  motion  for  mandamus  or  quo  warranto,  37 h  ;  re¬ 
ceiving  charter  of  incorporation,  certificate  and  seal,  75;  entering 
motion  and  filing  reasons  for  new  trial,  12|  ;  entering  motion  and  rule, 
181 ;  entering  satisfaction,  121 ;  issuing  subpoena  and  seal,  25;  serving 
attachment  and  entering  motion,  50;  copy  of  paper  or  record,  every 
ten  words,  1  cent;  certificate  and  seal,  25 ;  every  search  (as  other 
officers)  12£  ;  taxing  bill  of  costs,  18|-  ;  filing  any  paper  not  relating 
to  a  cause,  1 24  ;  stationery,  12|.  We  cannot  pass  too  high  a  com¬ 
pliment  on  Mr.  Cohen.  He  is  there  early  and  late,  and  particularly 
attentive  to  his  business,  and  in  every  respect  is  entitled  to  the  confi¬ 
dence  of  the  Court,  the  bar,  and  his  fellow-citizens.  Long  may  he  so 
continue,  and  enjoy  the  rewards  of  his  honest  toil. 


No.  XIX. 

WIDOWS  AND  ORPHANS  PLUNDERED. 

We  have  at  last  reached  the  end  of  The  Row — taking  each  in  his 
turn;  but  w'e  are  sorry  to  say  there  exists  corruption  in  this  office 
almost  equal  to  that  of  the  Sheriff’s  office.  There  is  foul  play  here — 
and  that  too  upon  the  poor  unfortunate  widows  and  orphans.  This,  of 
all  others,  should  be  honestly  conducted  and  administered  with  a  single 
eye  to  the  welfare  of  those  whose  interests  command  the  especial  so¬ 
licitude  and  regard  of  all  honourable  men, — the  fatherless.  We  have 
known  of  one  instance  among  the  many  that  pass  through  that  office, 
in  which  a  father  died  leaving  some  630,000  with  a  widow  and  three 
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little  ones.  Some  few  weeks  after  the  death  of  the  father,  the  mother 
followed,  leaving  her  little  ones  to  the  guardianship  of  an  unfeeling 
community.  They  fell  into  the  hands  of  a  step-uncle,  who  adminis¬ 
tered  to  the  estate,  and  had  some  friend  of  his  appointed  the  guardian 
of  the  children,  (the  law  preventing  him  from  being  guardian  and  ad¬ 
ministrator),  and  when  those  children  arrived  at  maturity,  which  was 
but  a  short  time  since,  this  $36,000  had  been  diminished  to  $7,600, 
principal  and  interest.  We  instituted  at  once  inquiry  into  the  affairs, 
and  found  they  had  been  plundered  and  wronged  by  every  one  whb  had 
touched  the  estate.  It  was  considered  common  property  for  the  Au¬ 
ditors — brothers  of  the  Judges  of  course — appraisers  the  same,  law¬ 
yers,  officers,  administrators,  guardians,  and  all.  Every  man  stuck 
his  hand  into  it  as  deep  as  he  could  without  remorse.  We  would  that 
some  plan  could  be  adopted  to  prevent  this  robbery  of  orphans — to 
our  mind  it  is  worse  than  sacrilege.  This  may  be  considered  a  fair 
sample  of  the  cases  that  pass  through  that  Court;  but  perhaps  not  to 
the  same  extent.  The  fees  of  that  officer  are  as  follows  : — Filing 
petition  of  report  and  entry  of  record,  37!  ;  entering  judgment,  order, 
or  rule  of  Court,  184;  entering  appointment  of  guardian,  copy  and 
seal,  50  ;  entering  settlement  of  accounts  of  executor,  administrator, 
or  guardians,  recording  copy  and  seal,  $1.  Filing  petition  for  pension 
order,  copy  and  seal,  37£  cents.  All  proceedings  on  inquisition  of 
real  estate,  $2  25.  We  have  known  charges  in  this  item  from  $50 
to  $100.  All  proceedings  on  sale  of  real  estate,  recognizance,  con¬ 
firmation,  &c.,  $3.  This  is  greatly  below  the  usual  charge.  For 
writing  and  filing  bonds  to  secure  the  distributive  share,  50  cents;  if 
not  written  by  the  clerk,  6^-;  entering  motion  and  rule,  184;  subpoena, 
25  ;  issuing  citation  with  seal,  and  entering  motion  therefor,  37!  cents ; 
issuing  attachment,  37 !;  in  copying  paper  or  record,  every  ten  words, 
1  cent;  certificate  and  seal,  25  cents;  search,  12!  cents  (as  other 
officers) ;  filing  a  paper,  12!  cents  (if  not  connected  with  a  suit)  ;  tak¬ 
ing  recognizance,  12?  cents;  recording  draft,  18f  cents;  writing  ad¬ 
vertisements  for  sale  of  intestate’s  land,  184  ;  issuing  order  under  seal 
to  auditors  appointed  by  the  Court,  75  cents  ;  entering  report  of  audi¬ 
tors,  &c.,  15  ;  copy  of  report,  each  item,  1  cent.  The  fees  charged 
in  that  office  greatly  exceed  the  legal  fees.  In  a  word,  little  regard 
is  paid  to  the  law  in  this  particular.  Not  that  the  officer  is  a  disho¬ 
nest  man,  but  he  sees  proper  to  pursue  the  beaten  track,  and  follow  in 
the  steps  of  his  illustrious  predecessors,  who  have  disregarded  the  law 
and  the  interests  of  those  poor  unfortunate  widows  and  orphans  left 
without  a  protector.  There  needs  great  reformation  in  that  office, 
both  in  qualification  of  the  incumbent  and  attention  to  business.  It  is 
the  duty  of  a  public  officer  to  atttend  to  the  business  himself,  not  to 
leave  it  to  the  management  of  a  clerk. 

The  public  have  a  right  to  ask  the  personal  attendance  of  those 
whom  they  have  honoured  with  their  confidence.  We  would  not  be 
understood  as  intimating  a  want  of  decorum  upon  the  part  of  that 
officer.  He  is  polite  and  gentlemanly  in  his  relation  with  the  people 
who  have  business  to  do  in  that  office — but  there  is  a  great  want  of 
attention.  He  does  too  little  himself,  and  leaves  too  much  to  the  care 
of  others,  who  have  no  responsibilities  upon  them.  We  hope  this  hint 
will  be  regarded.  We  recommend  that  officer  to  a  critical  examina¬ 
tion  of  the  fee  bill,  and  a  little  more  attention  to  the  duties  of  that  office, 
and  the  people  will  appreciate  the  reformation.  ([Cr3  Our  old  friend 
Mr.  Broom,  the  present  incumbent,  is  obnoxious  to  these  charges.) 
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No.  XX. 

ALDERMAN  AND  JUSTICE  OF  THE  PEACE. 

Having  in  our  letters  exhibited  to  the  public  the  fees  prescribed  by 
statute  for  the  several  officers  along  the  Row,  and  compared  the  same 
with  those  extorted  by  colour  of  office  from  the  people,  we  deem  it  our 
duty  to  pay  our  respects  to  the  lesser  satellites,  and  explain  their  fees 
and  expose  the  abuses  in  their  administration.  We  have  had  com¬ 
paratively  little  experience  in  these  inferior  tribunals,  and  therefore 
cannot  speak  so  satisfactorily  to  ourself  as  we  would  like  to.  But  we 
know  something,  and  will  communicate  it.  The  fees  of  the  Aldermen 
of  this  city  are  as  follows:  Information  or  complaint  on  behalf  of  the 
Commonwealth,  for  every  ten  words,  1  cent;  Docket  entry  on  behalf 
of  the  Commonwealth,  123  ;  Warrant  or  Mittimus,  25  cents;  writing 
examination  or  confession  of  a  defendant,  1  cent  for  every  ten  words; 
Administering  oath,  6;  taking  recognizance  in  criminal  cases  and 
returning  the  same  to  Court,  20:  (this  includes  the  principal  and  securi¬ 
ties  as  one  recognizance.)  Entering  judgment  on  conviction  for  fine, 
32 i;  recording  conviction  or  copy  thereof,  every  ten  words,  1  cent; 
Warrant  to  levy  fine  or  forfeiture  25  ;  Bail  piece  and  return,  or  superse¬ 
deas,  19;  Discharge  to  jailer,  19;  entering  discontinuance  in  case  of  as¬ 
sault  and  battery,  25;  entering  complaint  of  master,  mistress  or  appren¬ 
tice,  12|;  notice  to  master,  mistress,  or  apprentice,  19;  hearing  parties 
and  discharging  complaint  25;  holding  inquisition  under  landlord  and 
tenant  act,  or  forcible  entry,  each  day,  $1  50;  precept  to  Sheriff,  50;  Re¬ 
cording  proceedings,  $1 ;  writ  of  restitution,  50;  Warrant  to  appraise  da¬ 
mages,  25;  Warrant  to  sell  strays,  25 ;  Warrant  to  appraise  swine, enter¬ 
ing  return,  advertising, $1 ;  entering  action  in  civil  cases,  124;  summons, 
capias,  or  subpoena,  each,  12§;  every  name  after  the  first,  3;  subpcena 
duces  tecum  (to  produce  paper),  19;  entering  return  of  summon  and 
qualifying  constable,  12i  ;  every  continuance  of  suit,  6;  trial  and  judg¬ 
ment,  25 ;  judgment  by  confession,  12^;  taking  special  bail,  12£;  enter¬ 
ing  satisfaction,  6;  amicable  suit,  124;  entering  rule  to  take  deposi¬ 
tions,  6;  Rule  to  take  depositions,  124;  interrogatories,  every  ten 
words,  1  cent;  entering  return  of  rule,  6;  entering  rule  to  refer,  12 3; 
rule  of  reference,  12^;  notice  to  each  referee,  6;  notice  to  a  party  in 
any  case,  12s;  entering  report  of  referees  and  judgment  thereon,  124; 
execution,  19;  entering  return  of  execution,  124;  entering  satisfaction 
or  discontinuance,  6  ;  scire  facias  in  any  case,  25  ;  opening  judgment 
for  rehearing,  124  ;  return  of  proceedings  ori  certiorari  or  appeal,  50; 
certificate  to  prothonotary  or  copy  of  judgment,  25;  receiving  amount 
of  judgment  and  paying  over,  not  exceeding  $10,  123  ;  if  exceeding 
that  sum,  and  not  above  $40,  25 ;  if  over  forty,  374 ;  every  search, 
when  no  other  service  is  attached,  12£;  entering  complaint  in  case 
of  attachment  and  swearing  party,  19;  attachment,  25;  entering 
return  and  appointing  freeholders,  124  cents;  advertisement,  each, 
12J;  orders  to  sell  goods,  19;  order  for  relief  of  pauper,  25; 
order  for  removal  of  pauper,  $1  ;  order  to  seize  goods  for  main¬ 
tenance  of  wife  or  children,  25  cents;  order  for  premium  for  wolf  or 
fox  scalps,  124;  every  acknowledgment  or  probate  of  deed  or  other 
instrument  of  writing,  25;  taking  acknowledgment  of  indenture  of 
apprentice,  25  ;  assignment  and  making  record  of  same,  25  ;  cancelling 
indenture,  12£;  comparing  and  signing  tax  duplicates,  50 ;  Marrying 
each  couple,  making  record  thereof  and  certificate  to  the  parties,  $2; 
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certificate  of  two  justices  to  the  binding  of  apprentices  by  overseers 
of  the  poor,  50  cents;  certificate  to  obtain  land  warrant,  50;  swearing 
in  public  officers,  25;  to  be  paid  by  the  county,  each  Alderman  for 
each  day  attending  at  Mayor’s  Court,  to  be  paid  by  the  county,  $  l  50. 

For  services  rendered,  under  the  United  States'  Laws.  Certificate  of 
protection,  50;  certificate  of  lost  protection,  25;  a  warrant,  25;  com¬ 
mitment,  25;  summons  for  seamen  in  admiralty  case,  25;  hearing 
thereon,  with  docket  entry,  50  ;  certificate  to  District  Court  to  issue 
admiralty  process,  35. 

We  have  enumerated  every  fee  for  Alderman,  and  we  have  only  to 
add,  that  no  person  is  bound  to  pay  any  of  the  fees  herein  contained, 
unless  the  Alderman  will  furnish  a  bill  of  particulars  and  receipt  to 
the  persons  paying  the  same  upon  request.  This  should  be  done  in 
every  instance,  and  we  would  break  up  the  wffiole  system  of  illegal 
fees.  The  usual  practice  is  for  the  Alderman,  when  he  issues  a  war¬ 
rant,  to  charge  $1  to  the  prosecutor:  this  is  wrong  and  illegal.  The 
prosecutor  is  not  bound  to  pay  anything,  nor  is  the  defendant  in  any 
case  until  after  conviction  and  sentence,  except  it  be  20  cents  for  his 
recognizance.  The  warrant  is  generally  issued  w'ithout  the  informa¬ 
tion  being  taken  down  and  sworn  to  and  signed.  This  should  always 
be  done  before  the  warrant  is  issued  for  the  protection  of  the  officer, 
not  simply  embody  it  in  the  writ:  this  is  no  protection  to  him:  he 
should  keep  every  complaint  in  a  book,  and  charge  the  legal  fee  which 
will  be  paid  by  the  county  upon  the  final  determination  of  the  case. 
The  prosecutor  may  be  compelled  to  testify,  then  why  should  he  pay 
the  costs  ?  There  is  great  abuse  among  these  officers  in  connexion 
with  the  Constables.  They  live,  many  of  them,  upon  the  depravity  of 
man,  particularly  those  in  the  lower  parts  of  the  town;  assaults  and 
battery  and  arrests  and  security  of  the  peace,  &c.,  are  the  order  of 
the  day,  and  the  Alderman  says,  as  he  signs  the  warrant,  “  A  dollar 
to  pay :”  this  is  “  forked  over,”  and  the  defendant  is  arrested  and 
bound  to  keep  the  peace,  and  after  the  case  closes,  the  Alderman  says, 
“  You  must  pay  the  costs.”  “  How  much,  massa  ?”  inquires  the 
darky,  “  Two  dollars  and  a  half  is  all :”  it  is  cheerfully  paid,  and  he 
retires  under  the  admonition  from  the  “  Flaxseed  Judge,”  not  to  come 
back  again.  This  is  the  routine  in  their  offices  “  down  town,”  and 
not  much  better  in  some  parts  “  up  town.” 


No.  XXI. 

OFFICE  OF  CONSTABLE— FEES  OF  LAWYERS - MAYOR - MEASURERS  OF  SALT, 

GRAIN - ATTORNEY-GENERAL,  ETC. 

This  is  an  important  office.  It  is  the  one  of  all  others  in  which  the 
people  should  repose  confidence.  The  officer  is  the  immediate  pro¬ 
tector  of  the  morals  and  rights  of  the  citizen.  He  has  all  the  power 
of  the  county  at  his  command,  to  arrest  violators  of  the  law  and  to 
suppress  riots,  &c.,  and  still  do  we  find  that  the  people  have  entirely 
withdrawn  their  confidence,  in  consequence  of  the  character  of  the 
men  usually  elected  to  fill  it.  Instead  of  looking  to  them  for  pro¬ 
tection  in  the  hour  of  peril,  the  citizen  trembles  with  fear  at  their  ap¬ 
proach,  as  they  would  the  moral  pestilence.  They  are  suspected  of 
being  implicated  in  all  the  outrages  upon  society — many  of  them  are 
known  to  associate  with  thieves,  pickpockets,  and  bands  indulging  in 
all  the  excess  of  crime  and  debauchery.  These  men,  the  guardians  of 
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our  morals,  and  as  such  entitled  to  fees!  The  following  are  the  fees 
prescribed:  executing  warrant,  37|  cents;  conveying  to  jail,  374; 
arresting  without  process,  37|;  levying  fine  or  forfeiting  on  warrant, 
25  ;  arresting  on  mittimus,  if  bail  is  entered,  25  ;  serving  subpoena,  12J  ; 
serving  summons  or  notice  in  apprentice  case,  12-|;  by  leaving  a  copy, 
12^;  executing  attachment,  35 ;  arresting  on  capias,  25  ;  taking  bail 
bond  or  bond  to  deliver  goods,  12| ;  executing  landlord’s  warrant  or 
serving  execution,  25 ;  taking  inventory,  each  item  1  cent;  levying 
and  distraining  goods  and  selling,  for  each  dollar,  6  cents,  to  thirty 
dollars;  over  thirty,  4  cents  ;  one  half  to  be  paid  after  levy,  if  no  sale,  and 
that  on  the  amount  of  debt,  or  so  much  is  received  ;  advertising  same, 
371  ;  copy  of  vendue  paper,  if  demanded,  each  item,  1  cent;  putting 
up  notice  of  distress  on  premises,  $1  22  ;  serving  scire  facias  personally, 
122  ;  by  leaving  a  copy  12 i  ;  executing  bail  piece,  25  ;  travelling  ex¬ 
penses  circular,  3;  executing  order  of  removal  of  pauper,  50;  travel¬ 
ling  expenses  therein,  10  cents  each  mile;  in  all  other  cases  3  cents 
each  mile.  They  are  also  allowed  50  cents  for  one  day  in  making 
return  to  court  of  value  of  merchandise,  &c. 

The  fees  of  the  Coroner  of  the  County. — Viewing  a  dead  body,  $2  75; 
summoning  and  qualifying  inquest  and  return  and  arranging  the  same, 
$1  37i;  summoning  and  qualifying  each  witness, 25  cents;  executing  any 
process  out  of  court  he  receives  the  same  fees  and  mileage  as  the  sheriff. 

The  fees  of  the  Mayor  of  the  City. — Taking  probate  or  acknowledg¬ 
ment  of  writing  to  be  sent  out  of  the  State,  75  cents. 

The  fees  of  witnesses  attending  before  Courts  and  Aldermen. — Each 
day’s  attendance  of  court,  if  resident  more  than  a  mile  from  county 
seat,  62J  cents  ;  if  within  the  county  seat  or  town,  or  within  one  mile 
of  it,  50  cents.  Attending  before  a  justice  or  alderman,  25  cents — 
mileage,  each  mile  circular  travelling  to  and  from,  3  cents. 

Superintendent  of  powder  magazine. — for  storage  of  every  keg  of 
powder,  weighing  25  lbs.  or  less,  for  each  year  or  less,  4  cents  ;  and 
a  proportionable  sum  for  barrels  and  half  barrels. 

Measurer  of  corn  and  salt. — For  every  hundred  bushels  of  corn  or 
salt,  7  cents;  by  the  deputies  for  the  same  service,  15  cents  ;  and  for 
every  hundred  bushels  of  salt  that  they  shall  measure,  &c.,  10  cents. 
It  is  m'ade  a  misdemeanour  in  office,  if  he  charge  more  than  these  fees. 

Bv  a  subsequent  act,  April  12,  1842,  he  and  his  deputies  are  allowed 
40  cents  for  every  hundred  bushels  of  grain,  of  whatever  kind,  &c. 

Attorney- General's  fees.  —  Drawing  indictment  and  prosecuting 
offences  indictable  only  in  Oyer  and  Terminer,  $4 — if  bill  is  ignored, 
$3 ;  drawing  and  prosecuting  the  same  in  Quarter  Sessions,  83;  surety 
of  Peace  case  held  before  the  court,  8l  50  ;  if  case  is  settled  by  leave 
of  court  before  bill  is  found,  $1  50  ;  if  bill  is  indictable  in  Quarter  Ses¬ 
sions  and  ignored,  $1  50;  certificate  to  Supreme  Court  on  instrument 
of  incorporation,  $3. 

Lawyers'  Fees. — For  issuing  a  precept  for  the  commencement  of  a 
suit,  entering  an  appearance,  if  suit  is  ended  on  or  before  the  first  day 
of  the  term,  $1  50;  every  suit  ended  after  that  time  and  before  judg¬ 
ment,  discontinuance  or  non.  pros.,  the  further  sum  of  $1  50;  every 
suit  prosecuted  to  judgment,  discontinuance  or  non.  pros.,  $3 ;  on  an 
appeal  from  a  justice  of  the  peace,  if  settled  on  or  before  the  first  day 
of  the  term  to  which  the  appeal  is  entered,  $1  ;  if  settled  after  that  day 
and  before  judgment,  $2;  if  judgment  is  entered  or  discontinued,  $3; 
all  judgments  entered  by  warrant  of  attorney,  or  on  confession,  in  suit 
instituted  in  Court,  $3  ;  all  judgments  entered  in  amicable  actions,  $3  ; 
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the  practice  is  to  charge  the  “judgment  fee”  in  all  cases,  without  re¬ 
gard  to  the  time  of  settlement  or  the  amount.  There  is  an  act,  passed 
May  6,  1844,  preventing  an  attorney  from  taking  this  fee  of  S3,  “  on 
the  entry  of  anyjudgment  by  confession  in  any  court  of  this  Common¬ 
wealth,  when  suit  has  not  been  previously  commenced;  and  when 
the  amount  of  said  judgment  shall  not  exceed  $100.”  Hence  judg¬ 
ments  entered  on  transcripts  or  warrants  of  attorney  of  less  than  $100, 
no  judgment  fee  is  allowed,  and  the  attorney  charging  it  is  liable  to 
the  penalty  of  $50 — the  same  as  any  other  officer.  This  fee  is  all 
wrong,  and  should  be  abolished.  He  renders  no  service  for  it.  He 
takes  it  off  the  opposite  or  losing  party,  while  the  client  pays  him  for 
his  services,  without  regard  to  what  he  may  recover  as  “  docket 
costs”  from  the  adverse  party.  This  closes  our  labours  for  the  time 
being,  all  of  which  are  submitted  for  the  benefit  of  the  public. 


salaries  of  all  public  officers. 

The  Governor  of  the  Commonwealth,  by  act  of  April  3,  1828,  re¬ 
ceived  $4000;  by  act  of  April  17,  1843,  it  was  reduced  to  $3000. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  by  first  mentioned  act  re¬ 
ceived  $1600;  bv  the  latter  reduced  to  $1200,  to  which  is  added  as 
superintendent  of  Common  Schools  $500,  making  in  all  $1700. 

The  Auditor- General  receives  by  last  mentioned  act,  $1400. 

The  State  Treasurer  receives  by  the  same  act,  $1400. 

The  Adjutant-General  receives  by  the  same  act,  $1400. 

The  Surveyor-General  receives  by  the  same  act,  $1200,  with  an  al¬ 
lowance  of  clerk  hire  of  $3000. 

The  Clerk  Hire  in  office  of  Secretary  of  Commonwealth,  $4000. 

The  Clerk  Hire  in  the  Auditor-General’s  office,  $4000.  The  Sur¬ 
veyor-General’s  office,  $3500.  N 

The  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  receives  $3  per  day  and 
a  salary  of  $200,  and  additional  pay  for  Indexing  Journals. 

The  Assistant  Clerks  of  both  branches  of  Legislature,  receive  $3  per 
day,  and  a  salary  of  $150,  and  fifteen  cents  a  mile  going  to  and  re¬ 
turning  from  Harrisburg. 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms,  Doorkeeper,  Assistant  Sergeant  and  Mes¬ 
sengers,  two  dollars  per  day,  and  mileage  as  aforesaid. 

The  State  Engineer,  a  salary  of  $1000,  members  of  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  receive  $3  per  day  for  one  hundred  days,  and  thereafter  (to  pre¬ 
vent  long  sessions)  $1  50.  It  would  be  well  to  have  the  sessions  short¬ 
ened,  and  less  of  them  :  instead  of  every  year,  let  it  be  one  in  five,  and 
it  would  be  better  for  the  public. 

Officers  of  the  Penitentiary  receive  as  follows:  The  warden  $1100; 
physician,  $500;  moral  instructor,  $500 ;  principal  overseer,  $600;  each 
of  the  other  male  overseers,  $400;  female  overseer,  $300;  the  gate¬ 
keeper,  $400  ;  watchmen,  $365  each  ;  the  clerk,  $800. 

The  Canal  Commissioners  each  $4  per  day  during  the  year. 

Salaries  of  Judges. — The  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court,  by 
act  of  April  17,  1843,  is  $1800  ;  and  of  the  Associate  Justices  $1600, 
with  an  allowance  of  $3  per  day  while  actually  holding  courts  or  tra¬ 
velling. 

The  President  Judges  of  the  several  Courts  throughout  the  State 
(except  Philadelphia)  receive  $1600. 

The  four  Judges,  including  the  President,  in  Philadelphia,  receive 
$2600  each. 
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The  Associate  Judges  of  Common  Pleas  throughout  the  State  receive 
but  8120;  while  Philadelphia  Associates  receive  82600.  The  Judges 
of  the  District  Court,  who  severally  perform  more  labour  than  any 
three  of  our  Common  Pleas  Judges,  receive  but  82000  ! !  We  blush 
for  the  Legislature  in  their  refusal  to  compensate  men  who  labour  and 
are  so  worthy  as  these  Judges  are.  They  should  receive,  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  Common  Pleas  Judges,  85000  each.  According  to 
our  judgment  they  should  receive  83000;  and  the  Associate  Judges  of 
our  Common  Pleas  81000,  and  the  President  81600. 

The  Attorney  General’s  salary  is  8300,  besides  all  he  can  make  by 
his  profession,  according  to  the  fee  bill,  and  by  his  position  arising  from 
the  “pickings”  incident  to  the  office,  such  as  “  Noll.  Pross.,”  &c.,  &c. 


The  following  is  a  communication  cut  from  one  of  the  daily  papers  published  at  the 
time,  and  it  is  inserted  here  in  order  to  add  one  fact  to  the  many  enumerated  by  “  Junius.” 
It  shows  how  things  are  done  about  our  courts.  The  book,  we  understand,  referred  to  in 
this  letter,  is  now  lost,  a  suit  having  been  commenced  against  the  late  Sheriff  for  false  re¬ 
turn  to  the  writ,  and  Mr.  Hogg,  the  plaintiff,  has  offered  a  reward  of  $50  for  it,  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  evidence.  This  is  enough  to  convince  the  members  of  the  Legislature  that  by  re¬ 
pealing  that  law  they  have  inflicted  a  deep  injury  upon  a  citizen.  They  have  wronged 
him,  and  with  him  ev>ery  other  person  who  confided  in  the  stability  of  the  laws.  Since 
the  repeal  of  that  law,  all  the  old  Sheriff’s  dockets  that  the  public  have  an  interest  in,  are 
lost  or  mislaid.  They  cannot  be  found,  and  there  is  no  remedy  for  the  injured  party. 
Read  it — read  it. 

“  KEEP  OUT  OF  LAW.” 

To  the  Editors  of  the  Daily  Sun. 

Gentlemen— You  hear  the  above  admonition  in  the  mouth  of  every 
prudent  and  judicious  business  man  in  our  community.  Upon  in¬ 
quiring  the  reason  why  you  shall  keep  out  of  law,  some  object,  because 
of  the  “  law’s  delay  ;”  but  a  large  portion  of  our  fellow-citizens  believe 
that  the  temple  oi  justice  is  surrounded  by  a  ^slough  of  corruption. 
Some  say  they  have  discovered  it  to  an  absolute  certainty,  while 
others  complain  that  their  pockets  are  drained  as  though  they  were 
common  stock  for  all  the  “Judicial  Faculty.”  I  never  speculate — but 
state  facts,  that  my  fellow-citizens  may  judge  for  themselves. 

The  Commissioners  appointed  to  revise  the  civil  code  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  reported  to  that  body  the  act  of  assembly  entitled  “  An  Act  re¬ 
lating  to  Counties  and  Townships,  and  Counties  and  Township  Offi¬ 
cers,”  passed  on  the  15th  of  April,  1834,  Pamphlet  Laws,  page  537. 
The  78th  section  was  a  new  provision  to  protect  the  people,  and  reads 
as  follows :  “  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  Sheriff,  and  of  every  Coro¬ 
ner  acting  as  Sheriff,  to  provide  and  keep  in  his  office  a  proper  book 
or  books,  in  which  he  shall  enter  all  writs  that  may  come  to  his  hands, 
and  the  proceedings  thereon,  and  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  office 
such  books  shall  be  deposited  in  the  office  of  the  Prothonotary  of  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas  in  the  same  county,  for  the  inspection  of  all 
persons  interested  therein.” 

Morton  M’Michael,  Esq.,  late  Sheriff,  kept  books  in  his  office  under 
this  law,  in  which  he  entered  certain  writs  of  fi.  fa.,  Nos.  30  and  157, 
September  term,  1846,  (among  others,)  wherein  William  Hogg,  of 
Kensington,  was  plaintiff.  That  under  one  of  these  and  other  writs, 
he  sold  a  large  amount  of  personal  property,  and  entered  the  sale  in 
what  he  calls  his  “  Personal  Sale  Book,”  amounting  to  about  81300 — 
and  returned  the  writ  to  the  Court,  that  he  had  sold  8900.  The 
items  were  specified  in  this  book,  and  afterwards  were  erased,  so  as  to 
reduce  the  aggregate  amount  of  the  sale  to  about  8900.  I  may  not  be 
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correct  in  the  sum  to  a  few  cents.  Upon  this  return,  I  brought  an  ac¬ 
tion  against  the  late  Sheriff  and  his  securities,  for  a  false  return  to  this 
writ — and  in  order  to  secure  the  evidence  of  his  “  Personal  Sale  Book,” 

I  asked  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  of  Philadelphia  County,  to  enforce 
the  provisions  of  this  law,  and  as  the  Judges  ivere  hound  to  do,  it  being 
a  matter  of  right.  They,  on  affidavit  of  Mr.  Hogg,  granted  a  rule  on 
Morton  M’Michael,  late  Sheriff,  to  show  cause  why  he  shall  not  de¬ 
posit  his  books,  &c.,  in  the  office,  as  required  by  such  act  of  Assem¬ 
bly.  This  rule  was  granted  on  the  14th  of  November,  1846,  returna¬ 
ble  the  21st  of  the  same  month,  at  which  time  the  respondent  filed  an 
answer,  and  the  matter  was  argued  by  counsel,  and  the  Court  held  it 
under  advisement  until  the  next  Saturday.  I  then  called  it  up,  and 
there  being  but  two  Judges  on  the  Bench,  the  President  proposed  to 
defer  the  matter  until  the  following  Saturday  for  decision.  On  that 
day,  I  was  called  out  of  town,  and  addressed  a  note  to  that  effect  to 
the  Court,  desiring  them  to  dispose  of  the  rule.  Nothing  was  done  on 
that  day  in  my  absence,  though  my  presence  was  not  necessary,  it 
having  been  fully  argued.  The  following  Saturday  I  called  it  up  again, 
and  the  learned  Judges  then  desired  to  have  it  argued  before  the  full 
bench — (there  being  but  three  judges  present  at  the  first  argument) — 
and  fixed  upon  the  30th  day  of  December,  1846,  for  that  especial  pur¬ 
pose.  I  gave  notice  to  the  respondent  of  such  arrangement,  and  at¬ 
tended  court  nearly  all  day;  when  an  opportunity  was  afforded  me,  I 
called  it  up,  and  the  Hon.  Judge  Parsons  informed  me  it  was  not  to 
be  argued  until  to-morrow,  the  31st.  I  gave  notice  to  the  counsel  for 
the  respondent,  W.  M.  Meredith,  Esq.,  who  appeared  in  court  with 
me,  when  I  was  gravely  told  that  Judge  Parsons  had  gone  to  Harris¬ 
burg.  His  honour  Judge  King  then  deferred  the  matter  indefinitely, 
giving  me  the  privilege  to  call  it  up  on  any  day  that  the  Bench  would 
be  full,  by  giving  twenty-four  hoursJ  notice  to  the  other  party.  The 
Bench  has  not  yet  been  full,  and  I  doubt  whether  it  ever  will  be  for 
this  purpose. 

The  Legislature  assembled  at  Harrisburg  on  the  4th  of  January,. 
1847,  and  on  the  7th  of  the  same  month,  we  find  a  bill  read  by  W.  W. 
Haley,  Esq.,  one  of  our  Philadelphia  lawyers,  in  his  place,  repealing 
this  law,  so  far  as  this  City  and  County  and  JMorton  M’Michael  are 
concerned,  and  no  farther.  I  have  received  a  letter  from  a  Senator 
to-day,  informing  me  that  Mr.  M’Michael  is  in  Harrisburg,  “  boring” 
to  have  this  law  repealed,  stating  to  the  members  that  “  if  enforced  it 
will  ruin  him.” 

The  bill  has  passed  the  House  repealing  the  law  and  discharging 
M.  M’Michael  from  the  power  of  the  Court,  thus  defeating  the  ends 
of  justice.  These  are  the  plain  facts  without  comment.  The  judges 
will  do  me  and  the  people  a  great  favour,  hy  informing  us  why  this 
rule  was  postponed,  and  whether  it  was  done  for  the  respondent’s  be¬ 
nefit  and  to  defeat  the  vested  rights  of  the  petitioners?  The  Legisla¬ 
ture  would  do  well  to  assign  a  reason  for  repealing  this  law,  to  pro¬ 
tect  Morton  M’Michael,  Esq.,  while  they  leave  it  in  full  force  on  all 
the  other  Sheriffs  of  this  great  Commonwealth.  I  can  find  no  name  for 
this  system  of  manoeuvring.  This  law  is  a  salutary  provision,  and 
under  it  the  officers  can  be  compelled  to  disgorge.  Strange  as  it  may 
seem,  the  Sheriff  of  Philadelphia  County,  being  of  all  others  the  most 
obnoxious,  shall  be  especially  protected.  Shame!  shame! 
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